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Current Topics. 


Nationality and Peace. 

Ir Is a singular feature of the times that so much talk of war 
and such lavish outlay on military preparations should be 
associated with a growing recognition of the fact that war is no’ 
a permissible way of settling international disputes. An instance 
of this is to be found in Sir W. M. Ramsay’s Romanes lecture 
last week on ‘The Imperial Peace, an Ideal in European 
History.” That ideal of the past was bised on an Imperial power 
capable of imposing its will on conflicting nations. ‘The ideai of 
the future dispenses with such a power, for it is not practicablo 
or desirable that any one nation should pretend to imperial 
position as regards the rest of the world, and we look to common 
agreement as the controlling influence. “The modern ideal,” 
according to Sir WILLIAM Ramsay, “is the voluntary acceptance 
by the separate nationalities of the course of action which is most 
conducive to the good of al.” ~The realization of this ideal will 
reduce the military forces of the world to the position of an inter- 
national police, and will substitute a reign of law for a reign of 
force. The real opinion of this and othr countries is probably 
nearer such realization than statesmen are willing to admit. 


Debt Collecting by Solicitors, 

THE QUESTION was much discussed recently whether it was 
unprofessional for a solicitor to undertake tke collection of debts 
on the terms of his receiving a commission on the amount re- 
covered. At the general meeting of the Law Society held a 
year ago a motion referring the matter to the Council for con- 
sideration was accepted by the Council, but we are not aware 
that any pronouncement on the subject has been made, It is 
possible tnat such arrangements are open to objection on the 
ground of champerty, though there is no necessary connection 
between the campi partitio which is involved in champerty and 
the taking of a reasonable commission for work done which 
cannot be conveniently remunerated in any other way. The 
discussion last year was initiated, we believe, by the case 
of Re A Solicitor (1912, 1 K. B. 302) where a solicitor was 
suspended from practice for a year on the ground of 
his connection with a debt-collecting company. He was a 
party to the formation of the company ; he received a com- 
mission on the amount recovered together with certain 
out-of-pocket expenses ; and he also charged costs against the 
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debtors. The touting for busines; under the guise of the company 
and the charging costs against the other side were grounds for 
dis‘inguishing this from an ordinary case of collecting debts on 
commission, though DARLING, J., by adopting the dictum of 
Jesset, M.R., in the Attorneys and Solicitors Act, 1870 (1 Ch.D. 
573), seems to have given the decision a wider scope than was 
necessary. A somewhat similar case was before the Divisional 
Court (CHANNELL, Bray, and CoLerincE, JJ.) on 12th March, but 
there the solicitor, upon hearing of tlie decision reported in 1912, 
1 K. B. 302, had severed his connection with the debt-collecting 
agency, and, though the report of the Discipline Committee was 
adverse, yet on this ground, and because he had lost heavily in 
the matter, the Court pronounced no order of suspension. In 
fact neither case deals with the mere question of debt collecting 
on commission apart from such objectionable features as working 
under the guise of a company, and it seems still to be open, 
though, as we have intimated, we very much doubt whether the 
matter falls within the doctrine of champerty. 

Reversion Duty on Licensed Premises. 

IT 1s not surprising that the question of the amount of 
reversion duty payable in respect of licensed premises has caused 
difference of opinion in the Court of Appeal. In Jnland Revenue 
Commissioners v. Earl Fitzwilliam (Times, 7th inst.), a lease of land 
with a cottage had been granted in 1861 for fifty years at an 
annual rent of £4. When the lease expired in 1911, there was 
a fully licensed public-house on the land, and a new lease was 
granted for fourteen years at a rent of £29 a year. Apart from 
the licence, the annual value of the premises had increased to 
£15, and the gross value from £120 to £300; the licence 
represented an additional £200. Hence if the full va'ue of the 
premises as licensed premises was adopted, the reversion duty 
was payable, apparently, on £380; but according to their 
unlicensed value it was payable only on £180. Now section 13 
of the Finance Act, 1910, charges the duty on the “value of the 
benefit accruing to the lessor by reason ot the determination of 
the lease,” and this value is defined as the amount by which the 
“total value,” after deducting capital expenditure made by the 
lessor during the lease, and compensation payable by him at its 
determination, exceeds the total value at the granting of the 
lease. Under section 25 “total valve” is the same as “ gross 
value” after making deductions for rights of third parties. In 
the present case there were no such rights, and total value was 
the same as gross value ; that is, the value of the fee simple, free 
from incumbrances, if sold in the open market by a willing 
seller. The question, therefore, is whether the fee simple must | 
be valued with or without the licence. The majority of the 
Court of Appeal (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Kennevy, L.J.), | 


affirmed the judgment of Horripar, J., and held that the value | 
of the licence ought to be included, and this seems to be in | 
accordance with the natural meaning of the section. If the 
house were sold at all, it would be sold with the licence, and the 
licence would, therefore, be included in the gross value. But in 
the view of Buck.ey, L.J., the statute is aimed only at the 
taxation of land, and for the purpose of arriving at the value of 
the land as such the licence must be excluded. It is a point on 
which, as we have intimated, there may well be difference of 
opinion, but the statute, whatever its main object, does not seem 
to be so necessarily confined to the land itself as to prevent 
incidental advantages from being taken into account. 


The Action Against Sir Stuart Samuel. 

THE MAGNIFICENT detachment of judicial from political pro- 
ceedings which marks what Professor Dicey has happily styled 
the “ Rule of Law,” in the operation of our English Constitution, 
is well marked in the course taken by Mr. Justice SCRUTTON 
with reference to Forbes v. Samuel on the closing day of term 
(Times, 9th inst.). That action was brought by the plaintiff in 
the capacity of what the canon law would style “ Advocatus 
Diaboli,” but the common law more prosaically describes as 
“Common Informer,” to recover certain penalties to which Sir 
STUART SAMUEL appears to have rendered himself liable by 
sitting and voting in Parliament while interested in a “ contract 
for the public service.” As a matter of fact, the Privy Council 





(acting, however, in an extra-judicial capacity, although through 





'do not apply to it. 


the instrumentality of its Judicial Committee), bas declared that 
Sir STUART--so far as vacating his seat is concerned—-has infringed 
the terms of the statute which inflicts the penalties in question 
(22 George IIL, c. 45). Again, the Government has introduced 
into Parliament a bill of indemnity to relieve him of the pena ties, 
But neither of these matters is within the judicial cognizance of 
courts of law, and so Mr. Justice ScRUTTON set out to hear the 
action just as if neither Privy Council nor House of Commons 
had troubled themselves at all with the matters in dispute. In 
fact, however, he only heard a preliminary objection, and 
adjourned the case for further hearing on the principal question 
until the first day of the coming term. 


The Conditions Precedent to a Penal Action. 


THE PRELIMINARY objection turned on whether or not 
the plaintiff was bound to comply with a series of con- 
ditions precedent prescribed for the common informer by 
21 James I., cap. 4, sections 1 to 3. Put briefly, those sections 
require him to take a “ corporal oath ” before some judye of the 
court in which he sues, verifying the date of the offence he 
alleges and the county in which it has been committed. The 
plaintiff had not satisfied this condition for the very good reason, 
were there none other, that local venues were abolished by the 
Judicature Acts; they have disappeared with such archaic 
technicalities as the distinction between transitory and local, real 
and personal actions—once so importint: se» Buckley vy. Hull 
Docks Co, (1893, 2 Q. B. 93). But in any event, there is a host of 
authorities to the effect that 21 James I., ¢. 4, o: ly applies to 
penal actions which were created by prior statutes, not to those 
created by subsequent statutes: Rex v. Gau! (1 Salk. 372, per Chief 
Justice Hour); French vy. Coron (2 Str. 1081); Barber v. Tilson 
(3M. &S. 429). Curiously enough, the reasons for this limitation 
of 21 James L, ¢. 4, are almost as various as are the decisions. In 
Barber v. Tilson (supra, at p. 443), Mr. Justice LE BLANC suggested 
two very different ones. “ The judges probably thought that the 
statute on account of its narrowing the jurisdiction of the courts 
above and of the Attorney-General ought not to receive a more 
extended construction than the language of it required.” This 
interesting doctrine seems the converse of that enshrined in the 
famous maxim, Ponijudicis est ampliare curiae jurisdictionem. 
Evidently it is likewise the good judge’s function not to let the 
Legislature narrow his jurisdiction. The second of Mr. .ustice 
Le BLaAnec’s reasons is: “Or probably for the reason which is 
adopted in Butler’s Nisi Prius that where a subsequent statute gives 
an action of debt or other remedy for the recovery of a penalty 


‘in any Court of Record generally, it so far impliedly repeals 


the 21st of James.” <A third view, taken by other judges in 


| Barber v. Tilson (supra) as well as in subsequent cases, is that 


21 James L, ce. 4, applies to later statutes unless the reme ly 
provided by them is inconsistent with the remedy referred to 
in the statute. Now the terms of 21 James L., too long to he 
quoted here, shew that it contemplated penal actions brought 
only in local courts of record and not in the Superior Courts at 
Westminster (section 3); whereas 22 George IIL. under which 
Sir SruaRT SAMUEL was being sued, expressly provides for the 
bringing of the action in the Superior Courts. Hence its terms 
are inconsistent with those of the earlier statute, which accordingly 
For these various reasons Mr. Justice 
SCRUTTON considered himself bound to hold that performance of 
the conditions precedent was unnecessary, so that the preliminary 
objection failed. 


The Doctrine of Dies Non. 


AMONG JURISTIC fallacies which are very hard to kill must be 
included the argument, for ever being put forward under novel 
circumstances, that Sunday in the eyes of the Jaw is always a 
dies non. The origin of this fallacy is probably to be found 
partly in Sabbatarian religious theories, which are now more 
honoured in the breach than in the observance, partly in the 
rule which forbids the levy of distress on a Sunday, and partly 
in the provisions of Order 64, r. 3: “When the time for 
doing any act or taking any proceeding expires on a Sunday,” runs 
thatrule,“. . and by reason thereof such act or proceeding 
cannot be done or taken on that day, such act or proceeding shall, 
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so far as regards the doing or taking the same, be held to be 
duly done or taken, if done or taken on the day on which the 
offices shall next be jopen.” But this rule of the Supreme 
Court applies only to proceedings in the oflice of that Court, as 
indeed its terms imply; that it has no relation to points 
arising under the Statutes of Limitation was decided more than 
thirty years ago (Morris v. Richards, 1881, 45 L. T., 210). But 
in a slightly new form, and mixed up with other questions 
which are not relevant to our present purpose, it had to be 
decided over again by Mr. Justice CHANNELL a fortnight ago 
in Gelmint v. Moriggia ani Another (1913, W. N, 139). The 
plaintiff sued the defendants as makers of a promissory note 
dated December 20th, 1905, and payable nine months after date 
The note, therefore, matured on September 19th, 1906, and the 
third day of grace expired on September 22nd, which hap- 
pened to be a Saturday. Payment, of course, could be made by 
defendants at any time up to midnight of that date ; hence 
there could be no breach, no cause of action, no writ issued 
until Sunday. But writs have to be taken out in the High Court 
office, which is not open on Sundays. In fact, the writ was 
not taken out until Monday, September 23rd, 1912. This date 
Mr. Justice CHANNELL decided to be exactly one day beyond the 
time permitted by the Statute of Limitations; the six years 
expired on September 22nd, 1912, and therefore the action was 
out of time. 


Computation of Time. 

Now Ar first sight this doctrine seems to be in conflict with 
the wording of Ord. 64, r. 3, which we have quoted above, 
The cause of action accrued on the 23rd of September, 1906. 
Consequently, the last day on which the writ could be issued was 
the 22nd of September, 1912—which happened to be a Sunday. 
Accordingly, it would seem on a literal interpretation of the 
rule, that a writ taken out on the Monday following must “ be 
held to be duly done or taken” as if on Sunday. But quite 
apart from authority to the contrary (Morris v. Richards, supra), 
an examination of the statute will shew that this reasoning is 
unsound. The appropriate Act is that of 1623, 21 Jac. 1, ¢. 
15, s. 3, which enacts: “ All a-tions [for recovery of the debts 
aid torts enumerated in the Act] shall be commenced 
and sued within the time and limitation hereafter expressed, and 
not after (that is to say) within six years next after the 
cause of suh action or suit.’ Now, the crucial words in this 
passage are within and next after the cause of such action. 
The effect of the word “within” is to enclose within limits a 
per od upon some day of which the action must be brought. The 
words “next after, &c,” define the commencement of this period, 
i¢., it begins immediately after the cause of action has arisen. 
Now the cause of action arose here on midnight of the last day of 
grace, i.¢., Saturday, 22nd September, 1906. Thus the period 
commences immediately after that moment, 7.c., at the beginning 
of Sunday, 23rd September. Therefore it ends at midnight of 
22nd September, 1912. Throughout this period of six years 
there are numerous Sundays on which no writ can be issued, but 
these days are not excluded in computing the time. The final 
Sunday is simply one of them, like any other ; it creates no new 
situation. The plaintiff must find a suitable day within the six 
years on which to issue his writ, and if he waits until the last 
day in order to do so, he must take the risk of being baulked by 
the fact that that day is a Sunday, Such appears to be the 
principle, logical enough, which was enunciated in Morris v. 
ichards (supra), and followed by Mr. Justice CHANNELL in the 
present case. 

Non-Parochial Registers. 

It may be well for Masters in the Chancery Division to watch 

with lynx eyes over the correct performance of every legal 


technicality that a jealous vigilance can discover, but the average ; 


practitioner wili probably be inclined to wish that the particular 


master, whose scrupulosity led to the troublesome decision in Le | 


Woodward, Kenway v. Kidd (1913, 1 Ch. 392), had remembered 
NeLson’s famous example of placing the telescope before his 


course of this inquiry it became necessary to give proof of a 
Quaker pedigree prior to the Ist of July, 1837 (when the Births, 
Marriages and Deaths Registration Act, 1836, came into 
operation) ; and various certificates of births, marriages, deaths 
and burials, all certified by the recording clerk of the Society 
of Friends as true extracts from the Society’s digest of its old 
registers, were tendered in evidence. In practice, we believe, when 
no actual doubt exists, such extracts are accepted without question 
by masters; but in the present case the master thought it 
desirable to get the question of their admissibility settled, and 
adjourned the case into court on this point. There could not 
really be much doubt as to the decision of the judge, since no 
argument except obvious common-sense and convenience can be 
advanced in favour of their admissibility ; the technical rules of 
evidence as well as some old decisions are clearly against it. 
For at common law such registers kept by private societies are 
mere hearsay evidence, and, as such, inadmissible as evidence of 
the facts to which they testify: Hx parte Taylor (1820, 1 Jac. & 
W. 483); Whittuck v. Waters (1830, 4 C. & P. 375). Now, the 
Non-Parochial Registers Act, 1840, section 6, made such registers 
statutory evidence upon their being deposited at Somerset House 
(which was done in 1840); the entries can be proved either by 
protuction of the original registers or by a certificate under the 
seal of the General Register Oflice, as provided by section 9 of 
the Act. But both of these alternative courses are enormously 
expensive and difficult in practice, owing to the number of the 
registers. On the other hand, the society in 1840 retained in 
its possession a topographical, alphabetical and chronological 
digest of the pre-1837 registers made by it at a cost of £3,000, 
under the supervision of its recording clerk, and carefully 
checked as to each entry by that officer. It is easy to 
discover old entries by means of this digest ; that is why, as in 
the present case, certified extracts from it have been constantly 
used in practice. But Mr. Justice SWINFEN Eapy was obliged 
to uphold the two perfectly obvious technical objections to the 
admissibility of such certified extracts ; in the first place, on the 
ground that a certificate from the digest is not evidence at 
common law or under the statute—only the registers them- 
selves or certified extracts from them are statutory evidence ; 
and in the second place, because the digest is only secondary 
evidence of registers which are neither lost nor destroyed nor 
impossible to produce—hence secondary evidence cannot be 
received. In future, therefore, masters will be bound to follow 
this decis‘on and abandon the convenient practice of accepting 
certified extracts from the digest. 


Hearsay Evidence. 

AT FIRST sight, to practitioners in either branch of the pro- 
fession who are not habitually employed in advocacy and 
therefore accustomed to apply rapidly the principles of evidence, 
it may seem not quite so obvious as we have suggested it is that 
the Quaker registers prior to 1837 are excluded from being used 
as evidence by the rule as to hearsay evidence. That rule, 
of course, is that the statement of a person not before the court 
in the witness box cannot be put in evidence ; he must appear 
himself, state the facts he witnessed, and submit to cross- 
examination. Clearly a register is simply a series of statements 
made to the registrar by persons requiring an entry to be made ; 
the evidence of the register is merely the registrar’s repetition 
of those statements and therefore hearsay. But there are some 
eight or ten recognised exceptions to the rule about the 
inadmissibility of hearsay ; and two of these sound promising. 
First, there is tbe well-known doctrine, that entries made by 
deceased persons “in the course of duty” are admissible: Price 
v. Torrington (1730, 2 Lord RaYMOND 873). There, a brewer's 
drayman, when delivering beer sold by the plaintiff to the 
defendant, made entries of the deliveries in his delivery book ; 
this book was admitted as evidence after his death. True; but 
‘there the drayman himself, if alive, could have given direct 
evidence, not hearsay, as to the delivery of the beer; after his 
| death he cannot be produced and therefore the best secondary 





blind eye. In April, 1912, the administratrix cum testamentoannexo' evidence of what be would have said in the box is allowed. 
of one WALKER WoopWakD took out a summons in the Chancery | But here the registrar was not present at the events he records, 
Division for an inquiry as to the statutory next-of-kin. In the | and therefore, even if alive, could not have been called to prove 
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them ; in other words the register is only hearsay evidence of hear- 
say—and to this the doctrine about “ entries in the course of duty ” 
has no manner of applicability: The Henry Coxon (1878, 3 P.D. 
156). The second principle, bowever, looks a little more promising. 
Hearsay evidence is admissible as to matters of public interest, 
provided it is mace by deceased persons of competent knowledge : 
Weeks v. Sparke (1813, 14 R. RR. 546). Upon this principle “ public 
records” become admissible as evidence of the truth of their 
contents, ¢.g., entries in the books of manors or corporations 
relating to the manorial or corporate affairs: Lord BLACKBURN 
in Sturle v. Freceia (1880, 5 App. Cas. 623, 643, 644). If we 
can call the Quaker registers ‘‘ public records,” this would seem 
to make their contents admissible ; a certified copy of a public 
record is sufficient: Dirt v. Barlow (1779, 1 Doug. 171, 174). 
But the answer to this contention is that the private affairs of 
dissenters were not regarded by the common law as matters of 
public interest at all ; a dissenting body was not regarded as at 
all comparable with either a manor or a corporation. That is 
why, in the cases already cited, ex parte Taylor and Whittuck v. 
Waters (supra), the first of which related to a public library 
register of dissenters’ births and the second to a Wesleyan 
Methodist chapel register of burials, such registers were 
rejected as hearsay. The result is that there is really no way 
out of the wood; Mr. Justice SWINFEN EADY’s decision cannot 
easily be impeached. 





Restoration of Lapsed Patents. 


A PATENT IS always granted subject to the payment of certain 
prescribed fees within prescribed times, and if the fees ara not so 
paid the patent lapses. Before the Patent Act of 1907 came into 
operation there was no means of getting restoration of a patent 
which had so lapsed except by a private Act of Parliament, but 
section 20 of the Act of 1907 provides :—“ (1) Where any patent 
has become void owing to the failure of the patentee to pay any 
prescribed fee within the prescribed time, the patentee may apply 
to the Comptroller in the prescribed manner for an order for the 
restoration of the patent. (2) Every such application shall 
contain a statement of the circumstances which have led to the 
omission of the payment of the prescribed fee. (3) If it 
appears from such statement that the omission was unintentional, 
and that no undue delay has occurred in the making of the applica- 
tion, the Comptroller shall advertise the application in the 
prescribed manner, and, within such time as may be prescribed, 
any person may give notice of opposition at the Patent Office, 
(4) Where such notice is given the Comptroller shall notify the 
applicant thereof. (5) After the expiration of the preseribed period 
the Comptroller shall hear the case, and, subject to an appeal 
to the court, issue an order either restoring the patent or 
dismissing the application.” Then follows a proviso for the 
protection of persons who may have availed themselve: of the 
subject matter of the patent, after the patent has been announced 
as void in the official journal of the Patent Office. It will be 
observed that there are two requirements which must be fulfilled 
by the applicant for such an order: first, the om‘ssion to pay 
the fee must have been unintentional, and secondly, no undue 
delay must have occurred in making the application. As to the 
first, it has been decided (27 R. P. C. 483) that if it is present to 
the mind of a person who has to pay the fee, that the fee is 
payable, and he deliberately elects not to pay it, his omission 
is intentional, and his reasons for non-payment are absolutely 
immaterial, The question of what is undue delay in making the 
application has recently been considered by the Comptroller 
General, and his decision will be found reported in 30 R. P. C. 
App. viii. 

In the case just referred to, the patent, for the restoration of 
which application was made on 27th September, 1912, had 
become void on 17th November, 1910, for non-payment of 
fees. The patent had become the property of a partnership, and 
both partners knew of the omission to pay the prescribed fees at 
the end of 1911 or the beginning of 1912. Disputes had arisen 
on the dissolution of the partnership as to the ownership of the 
patent. Arbitration proceedings were commenced, and by an 
award, dated 28th August, 1912, the patent was awarded 








to the person who made the application for restoration. The 
omission to pay the fees was admittedly unintentional, and the 
only question for decision was whether there had been undue 
delay in making the application. It should be observed that 
according to the view of the Comptroller the undue delay dates 
not from the lapse of the patent, but only from the time when the 
patentee discovers, or might with ordinary care have discovered, 
the omission to pay the fees, and that any delay after that 
discovery must be carefully examined and the excuses offered for 
it more closely scrutinized. The Comptroller decided, in the 
case under notice, that there had been undue delay, and that the 
private disputes between the partners, which were mainly relied 
on as the excuse for not commencing the proceedings after the 
omission to pay the fee came to their notice, furnished no valid 
excuse for the delay. 

It will be observed that, by sub-section (3) of section 20, the 
application is to proceed if it appears from the applicant’s state- 
ment that the omission to pay the fee was unintentional, and 
that no undue delay has occurred in making the application ; 
but if, in the opinion of the Comptroller, it does not appear that 
the omission was unintentional, and that no undue delay has 
occurred, what happens? The applicant is, under section 73 of 
the Act, entitled, before the Comptroller refuses the application 
at this stage, toa hearing. If at the hearing the Comptroller is 
satisfied, then the application would proceed to advertisement ; 
but supposing that he is not satisfied and decides against the 
applicant, is there any appeal from his decision? This question 
was raised but not decided in the case of Land’s Patent before 
Parker, J. (27 R. P. C. 481). In our opinion there is no 
appeal at this stage, because sub-section (5) only provides for an 
appeal where the Comptroller has heard the case, which must be 
“after the expiration of the prescribed period,” and such hearing, 
therefore, only takes place after the application has been 
advertised in order to allow any person tocome and oppose. If 
after advertisement an opponent does give notice of opposition, 
the subsequent procedure is governed by Rules 55 to 59 of the 
Patent Rules, 1908, but the Rules are silent as to what is to 
happen if no person gives a notice of opposition. In our view, if 
this happens, the Comptroller must hear the case under sub- 
section (5), and then make such an order as therein provided for, 
which order is, by the terms of the sub-section, subject to apyeal 
to the court. 





The King’s Bench Commission. 
I 


We referred shortly last week to the evidence taken by the 
Royal Commission on Delay in the King’s Bench Division, but 
it is of 4o much interest and importance that it will repay more 
extended examination. The inquiry began with the evidence of 
the Lord Chief Justice. “I am,” he said, “the head of the 
King’s Bench Division, and I am responsible for the work ;” and 
this acceptance of responsibility naturally prefaced his account 
of the manner in which, with the present judicial staff, arrears 
constantly accumulate. As matters now stand, it seems inevitable 
that this should be the case. Various remedies were discussed 
between Lord ALVERSTONE and the Commission, such as the 
utilization of Saturday, the saving of time on circuit, and the 
shortening of the Long Vacation. Saturday sittings have, in his 
opinion, nothing to do with the arrears, The day can be used 
for Ord. 14 cases, or other short business, but for cases which 
require the attendance of parties and witnesses Saturday is, 
in practice, inconvenient. Moreover, according to Lord 
ALVERSTONE, the judges, except those required for Ord. 14 cases, 
are, in fact, occupied on Saturday with business other than the 
disposal of the ordinary lists. He went into the matter in great 
detail, and was empbatic as to the hopelessness of avoiding 
arrears by making further use of Saturday, ‘I do not,” he said, 
“care a bit about myself, but I do care about the reputation of 
my trothers, and I say it is wholly untrue that there has 
been any shirking of work which has any effect upon the 
arrears.” He suggested, as a mode of relieving the Kings 
Bench Division, that bankruptcy and revenue cases should be 
transferred to the Chancery Division. “If you are considering 
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how you can unload the King’s Bench Division of a part of its 
work, those are the only two things, I think, that can be con- 
sidered.” What is thought of this in the Chancery Division, we 
shall see later. 


Neither in the rearrangement of circuits, nor in the shortening 
of the Long Vacation, does the Lord Chief Justice see any 
practicable gain of judicial power. In his opinion, the paramount 
importance of administering justice locally outweighs the 
argument for cutting down the Assize towns ; and even if this 
were done the saving of time would be inconsiderable. In 1892, 
Lord ALVERSTONE told the Commission, Mr. Justice CAVE 
elaborated a scheme for re-arranging the circuits, but on examin- 
ation it was found that only about a day and a half would be 
saved ; while, on the other hand, the expense to litigants, except 
those near the favoured centres, would be very much increased. At 
present, Lord ALVERSTONE explained, the circuits are arranged 
so that, as far as possible, the judges of the division shall be 
equally divided between the circuits and London. But his 
evidence comes back to the same point, that the judicial staff 
must be increased. ‘One additional judge,” he said, “will go 
some way, and I believe we can work the King’s Bench Division, as 
it at present stands, with an extra judge, certainly if we get rid of 
the bankruptcy work and the revenue work.” As to the Long 
Vacation, the Lord Chief Justice declined to admit that this 
specially affected his division. It affected equally the Court of 
Appeal and the Chancery and Admiralty Divisions ; but, treating 
the matter on its merits, he did not think the period was longer 
than the judgesrequired. ‘I have now seen the lives of many 
judges, and certainly, in the Court of Appeal, I do not think the 
judges would have done their work so well if the vacation had 
been shorter. . . . My own opinion—and I am entitled to it—is 
that I should not alter the Long Vacation, not because it would 
not be an advantage to the suitor to a certain extent, but because 1 


? 


donot think it is too long.” 


Master LAWrorD, who was examined next to Lord ALVERs- 
STONE, spoke with the practical experience derived from the 
continual attempt so to arrange the lists as to prevent the growth 
of arrears. “In my opinion,” he said, “ it is absolutely necessary, 
if the volume of work continues as it has for some years past, 
to have ten King’s Bench judges in town continuously. That 
would enable us to have two judges sitting for special jury 
actions, two for common jury actions, one for the non-jury 
actions, and one for the commercial list, and either three judges 
in the Divisional Court taking the Crown paper, or two judges 
taking the Civil paper if the third judge was required at the 
Old Bailey.” The tenth is at chambers. Master LAwrorp 
considers that the scheme could be carried out with eighteen 
judges, though this assumes that there is never any absence from 
illness or other cause. And he explained in considerable detail 
how the business of arranging the daily lists is complicated by 
the uncertainty as to the time which cases will take. On this 
point attempts have been made to obtain information before- 
hand, but it seems with only indifferent success. ‘Of recent 
years,” said Master LAWFrorD, “some of the judges—Mr. 
Justice ScRUTTON, for instance, who is now taking the Com- 
mercial List—thought a great deal might be done by writing to 
the solicitors in the cases and getting them to come up and 
asking them: ‘In your opinion how long do you consider this 
particular case will last?’ One has, of course, to exercise one’s 
discretion. The plaintiff may say it will last about three hours, 
and the defendant, if be is not over scrupulous, and for some 
reason or other does not want to come on for trial, may say: 
‘Two or three days.’ If they are both honest and desirous of 
giving the information we are seeking, they may say: ‘In my 
Opinion it is very difficult to say,’ and the sort of rule-of-thumb 
method we adopt is to add the two times given together and 
divide it into half. It is really very fallacious.” 

No doubt it is almost impossible to make a definite forecast in 
such matters, and this must remain one of the difficulties of secur- 
ing certainty in the time of hearing particular cases ; it can only 
be met, we imagine, by proceeding continuously with the lists in the 
manner suggested ; and Master LAWFORD is of opinion that the 
necessary ten judges for continuous work in London can be secured 
by the appointment of an additional judge, and by sending the 





bankruptcy and revenue cases to the Chancery Division. He 
made also various suggestions in the direction of conducting the 
work of the High Court on business lines. “If,” he said, “ busi- 
ness considerations are to guide us in the conduct of the work at 
the law courts, many little pieces of red tape might be swept 
away with advantage to all concerned; as, for instance, the 
need to ‘wait for the consent’ of the President of the Division 
before a judge of that division can help with work in another 
division. Sometimes the need arises suddenly, and before the 
consent can be obtained, especially in the case of the Lord Chan- 
cellor, who is not on the spot, the need has passed away. The 
consent, so far as my experience goes, is always given as a matter 
of course.” On the question of vacations, Master LAWFORD pressed 
the familiar argument that shorter vacations would diminish 
judicial efficiency and rob the bench of its attractions. Incident- 
ally he suggested the advisability of a fixed Easter, a change 
which would probably win general approval, but, as the chairman 
remarked, it was rather beyond the scope of the Commission. 

Master LAWFORD was followed by Master T. WILLES CHITTY, 
but, leaving his evidence for the time, it will be convenient to 
notice the evidence as to the conduct of business in the Chancery 
Division. This was given by the Master of the Rolls, and 
JOYCE and SWINFEN Eapy, JJ. The Master of the Rolls was 
in favour of the transfer of the bankruptcy business to that 
division, provided this could be effected without interfering with 
the working of the linked judge system. And he expressed tho 
same view as to the revenue business. Both these classes of 
business, if distributed among the judges, could be taken without 
serious danger of arrears. And as to the revenue cases, this 
would, he thought, have the additional advantage that the law- 
officers would no longer be allowed to maintain the antiquated 
procedure of English informations. In the view of the Master 
of the Rolls the appropriate procedure would be by originating 
summons. He is also of opinion that Saturday, at any rate 
in the Court of Appeal, should be a dies non, “I think it would 
be a good thing if it were recognized that Saturday was a day 
which we were entitled to have for considering our judgments, 
and doing the very many things we have to do out of court.” 
And as to the Long Vacation: “Speaking my own personal 
view, and not in the least expressing the view of any of my 
colleagues, I do not feel any serious objection to the shortening 
of the Long Vacation by, say, a fortnight if it were accompanied 
by a Saturday holiday.” 

Mr. Justice Joyce also agreed generally with the proposal 
for the transfer of bankruptcy and revenue business, but he 
excluded, for some not altogether intelligible reason, income tax 
cases, and he emphasized the necessity of not interfering with the 
administrative side of the business in the Chancery Divisicn. 
Moreover, he was very much averse to the bankruptcy business 
involving the Chancery Division in the enforcement of the pay- 
ment of money by imprisonment. “ Nothing would be more 
disagreeable to me (and I am quite sure that the judges of the 
Chancery Division would very much deprecate it) than having 
anything whatever to do with that business. It should be done 
by the judges whose judgments are concerned. Speaking for 
myself (I do not know that this has much to do with it—I 
suppose I should do it if I were compelled to do it), I think send- 
ing a man to prison for debt at the expense of the country and 
his fellow-citizens is only a relic of barbarism; and it would 
certainly be very unpleasant work for me to deal with; and the 
other Chancery judges would think the same. It is not Chancery 
business. It is not civil business or Chancery business in any 
sense, and I am sure that they would all very much object to 
having anything to do with it.” We are glad to see this out- 
spoken criticista of a system which county court judges are 
supposed to administer, and which, to a varying extent, they do 
administer, every day, though we believe that the more humane 
and enlightened of them manage as a rule to avoid it. Mr. Jus- 
tice Joyce emphasized also the saving of judicial time which 
might be effected by the employment of official shorthand 
writers. Onthe other hand, he and his colleagues in the Chancery 
Division would regard a fortnight’s shortening of the Long 
Vacation as a grievance, though he declined to say anything 
in this respect about the judges of the King’s Bench Division. 

(To be continued.) 
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Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


Criminal Law.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Reports of Cases in 
the Court of Criminal Appeal, April 7th, 14th, 15th, 21st, and 22nd, 
1913. Edited by Herman CoueEn, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. VIIL., 
Part 8. Stevens & Haynes. 4s, net. 

Review.—Harvard Law Review, May, 1913. JoHn WILson 
& Son. The Harvard Law Review Association, Cambridge, Mass. 
35 cents. 

Current Law. 
Vol. XIX., No. 12. 

Central Law Journal.—May, 1913. 
Co., St. Louis. 

Encyclopeedia of the Laws of England.—Fourth 
Annual Supplement. Being a Digest of Current Law. Edited by 
Max A. Roperrson, Barrister-at-Law. ‘Temporary Volume for use 
during 1913. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; Wm. Green & Sons, 


Case and Comment— The Lawyers’ Magazine: 
10 cents. 


Central Law Journa 








Correspondence. 
Age of Judges on Appointment. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—It is true that Mr. Justice Manisty (as Mr. Hargraves states) 
did not succeed Baron Martin, and on that particular and immaterial 
detail the Lord Chief Justice’s memory may have been moment- 
arily imperfect. But the fact strengthens the point of Lord 
Alverstone’s evidence. At the date of Mr. Justice Manisty’s 
appointment (at the age of 68), there were two vacancies in the 
Queen’s Bench Division, one caused by the promotion of Lord 
Blackburn to the House of Lords, the other by the death of Mr. 
Justice Quain. By the indirect effect of the Appellate Jurisdic- 
tion Act, 1876, one of these two appointments lapsed. Lord 
Blackburn was 63, Mr. Justice Quain 60, so that, in either case, Mr. 
Justice Manisty succeeded a judge who was his junior in point of 
years. W. Dicay Tuurnam. 

Lincoln’s-inn, May 10. 





Incidence of Non-sitting Arbitrator’s Costs. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporte r.] 





Sir,—The umpire has full power to deal with the costs referred to | 
by the claimant's solicitors in such manner as he may think right. | 
If your correspondents will refer to Halsbury’s Laws of England, 
Vol. L., para. 988, they will find the question clearly and concisely 
dealt with, and their doubts as to the recovery of the fees will be 
removed. , Ws ke 

May 10. 





The United Law Clerks’ Society. 
[Z'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—The Lord Chancellor has kindly consented to preside at 
the eighty-first anniversary of the above very useful Society, and I 
venture to draw the attention of wealthy solicitors to the fact that 
although there are some 25,000 London and country solicitors in the 
Law List, but a very small proportion of them are donors or sub- 
scribers to the U.L.C.S. 

The late Sir George Lewis was one of the Society’s most liberal 
donors, he having, during his life, added to the Society’s funds by 
about £1,000. Moreover, Sir George left the Society a legacy of 
£100. His will contains this remarkable clause :—“ Having been in 
the habit of devoting to charitable purposes a portion of my income 
every year, [ have now no charitable disposition to make save the 
following small sums” The list included a legacy of £100 to 
the U.L.CS. he 

Sir George was evidently an admirer of Carlyle, whose advice to 
procrastinating persons was as follows :— 

“T shall journey through this world but once. Any good thing, 
therefore, that I can do, or any kindness that I can shew to any 
human being, let me do it now. Let me not neglect it nor defer it 
for I shall not pass this way again.” 

I hope these words of wisdom may meet the eyes of wealthy lawyers 
at a loss what to do with superfluous cash. As the late Lord Russell 
of Killowen remarked, when pleading the claims of the U.L.CS., 
“ An odd thousand or two left to the Society would increase the area 
of its usefulness and be wisely administered.” 

May 14. “ A Limes or THE Law.” 





Mortgages by Demise. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—Mr. Percy Clarke raises some interesting points in his letter 
printed in your journal of the 10th inst. Amongst other things, he 
contemplates a disclaimer of the head lease by a mortgagor's trustee 
in bankruptey, and the possibility of the mortgagee making a good 
title to the sub-term and the “ nominal reversion,”.so that a purchaser 
of both becomes possessed of the residue of the original term by 
merger ; and this if the assignment takes place before the head land- 
lord intervenes. I suppose many of your readers have had to con- 
sider their position towards a purchaser, from a mortgagee vendor 
(placed in the position contemplated by Mr. Clarke), when the lease 
has been disclaimed by a trustee in bankruptcy, and the head land. 
lord has taken no steps to compel the mortgagee to take a vesting 
order. Is the vendor's solicitor bound to disclose the fact of the dis- 
claimer to the intending purchaser? i should think he is, because 
after the sale is completed, the head landlord may wake up to the 
fact that he has no lessee, and call upon the purchaser to take the 
order, or suffer the usual consequences, if he refuse. I took the 
opinion of counsel a month or two ago on this point, and he wrote, 
“T am of opinion that it is the duty of the mortgagee to inform a 
purchaser that the lease has been disclaimed.” I was acting for the 
mortgagee vendor. Cc. H. B. 

May 14. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


INLAND REVENUE COMMISSIONERS ». HERBERT AND 
OTHERS. 2nd May. 

Revenve—Increment Vatue Dury—AssessaBLe Site VALue—Minvus 
VaLuE—F nance (1909-10) Act, 1910 (10 Ep. 7, c. 8), s. 25 (4). 
Under section 25 (4) of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, the “* assess- 

able site value’’ of land may be a minus quantity. 

Decision of the Court of Session (1912, Sess. Cas. 948, 49 Sc. L. 22. 699) 
reversed, 

Appeal from the Lords of the Court of Session in Scotland named 
for the purpose of hearing appeals under the Valuation of Land 
(Scotland) Acts. A provisional valuation for the purposes of the Finance 
Act, 1910, was made of property in Glasgow, of which the respondents 
were trustees under a will, whereby the original assessable site value 
was found to be minus £545. It was conceded that this figure was 
correctly ascertained upon the basis of calculation prescribed |) 
section 25 (4), subject only to the question whether it was competent 





| to find a minus quantity as the original assessable site value. Upon 


appeal to the referee appointed under the Act, the referee found 
(1) that the original assessable site value was minus £545 as stated 
in the provisional valuation; but (2) alternatively, if it should be 
decided by a competent court of law that a minus original site valuc 
was illegal, that it was nil. The Lords of the Court of Session 
adopted the second alternative, and found that the original assessable 
site value was nil. ‘The Commissioners of Inland Revenue appealed. 
On behalf of the appellants it was contended that the Act required 
that all land valued should have an aesessable site value, and that 
no other assessable site value than minus £545 could be arrived at. 
Further, that returning a site value as nil was wholly contrary to 
the intention of the Act, the object of section 25, so far as the duty on 
increment value was concerned, being to provide a datum line in 
relation to which positive increaces of value could be measured, an 
for this purpose it was immaterial whether that line was provided by 
a positive or negative quantity. 

Tue Hovse, having taken time for consideration, allowed the appea! 

Lord Hatpanz, C., read a judgment in which he said it was the 
duty of a court of law to take the statute as it stood. In his opinion, 
upon the true construction of section 25, it was clear that the original 
assessable site value might be a minus quantity. This construction 
led to no difficulty, because the increment value on which the duty 
was to be levied was the difference between the site value when the 
duty was to be collected and the original site value, and that difference 
could be as easily measured when one of the quantities was minus 
as when both were plus. He illustrated this by pointing out that 
Julius Cesar was born B.C. 100 and died B.C. 44. Yet the period 
of his life was not the less real becauee both dates were expressed 
by minus, and not positive figures. The temperatures below the 
freezing point which was indicated by zero on the centigrade ther- 
mometer were shown as minus figures, but a rise in such temperatures 
was not the less actual because it was measured negatively. To enter 
the original site value as ‘“‘nil’’ would lead to many injustices. The 
fallacy in the judgments of the learned judges appeared to him to 
be that they took original site value, which was nothing but a formula 
for measuring a real element of increase in value, as intended to be 
by itself a définition of an aseeseable value. He thought that the 


respondents must pay the costs there and in the Court of Session, 
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and that in accordance with the view of the referee, there should be 
no costs of the proceedings before him. 

Lords ATKINSON, SHAW, and Movutton read judgments to the same 
effect. Order accordingly.—Counsen for the appellants: Sir Rufus 
Isaacs, A.-G., Sir John Simon, 8.-G. (with them Anderson, K.C., 8.-G. 
for Scotland, 7’. A. 7'. Robinsow, of the Scottish Bar, and W. Finlay) ; 
for the respondents, J. A. Clyde and the Hon. W. Watson (both of the 
Scottish Bar) (Ryde, K.C., with them). AcGents, Hugh Bertram Cox 
(Solicitor of Inland Revenue of England) for Sir Philip Grierson 
(Solicitor of Inland Revenue for Scotland), Edinburgh; Cameron, 
Kemm, & Co. for Connell & Campbell, 8.S8.C., Edinburgh. 

[Reported by Exskive Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


INLAND REVENUE COMMISSIONERS v. MARQUIS OF 
ANGLESEY. No. 1. 30th April. 


RevenvuE—RevVeERsION Duty—SurRenpDeER OF LEASE AND GRANT or NEW 
LeasE—“* Benerir Accruinc to Lessor ’’—CoMPENSATION—FINANCR 
(1909-10) Acr, 1910, s. 13, suB-section 2—Revenve Act, 1911, s. 3, 
SUB-SECTION 2. 

A reversioner in fee in 1910 accepted the surrender of two leases 
which would have expired in 1966 and 1968, and expressly in consider- 
ation for such surrender granted to the lessee a new lease of the same 
premises at the same rent, expiring in 1979. The Commissioners 
claimed reversion duty upon certain sums calculated as being the value 
of = benefit accruing to the lessor by reason of the determination of 
the leases. 

Held, that the grant of the new lease was not compensation payable 
by the lessor and capable of being deducted within section 13 (2), and 
that reversion duty was payable on the surrender. 

Decisian of Horridge, J., reversed. 

Appeal of the Crown from a decision of Horridge, J., dismissing an 
appeal from a referee under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. The re- 
spondent in 1910 was entitled to certain freehold property, Nos. 89, 91 
and 92, High-street, Burton-on-Trent, in reversion expectant upon the 
determination of two leases for terms of ninety-nine years from the 5th 
of October, 1867, and the 5th of April, 1869, at rents of £10 and £15 
respectively. On the 19th of December, 1910, these leases having be- 
come vested in one person, James Campbell, were surrendered by him to 
the respondent, who by a deed of even date demised the said three 
houses together with other propecty for a term of sixty-nine years 
from the 5th of April, 1910, at an inclusive rent of £40, £15 of which 
was attributable to the other property. The new lease was expressed 
to have been granted in consideration of the surrender of the old leases 
and of the rent and covenants reserved by and contained in the new 
lease. In 1911 the Commissioners of Inland Revenue gave notice to the 
respondent that he was liable to pay reversion duty under the Act of 
1910 in respect of the benefit accruing to him by reason of the deter- 
mination of the old leases. In the case of 89, High-street, they calcu- 
lated the benefit as amounting to £375, and assessed reversion duty dis- 
counted under the Revenue Act, 191i, s. 3 (2), upon this at £4 17s. 1d. 
The respondent contended that the grant of the new lease was com- 
pensation, which reduced the benefit accruing to him to nil, and the 
referee and Horridge, J., upheld this contention. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that the Crown claimed that the old leases 
had determined, and that therefore reversion duty was payable under 
section 13 of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, on the value of the benefit 
accruing to the lessor. Mr. Danckwerts had argued, and there was 
force in the argument, that the lessor did not get any benefit : he got 
no more rent, and was kept out of possession longer. The duty of the 
court, however, was not to consider the policy of the Act, but to 
construe its language. Section 13 (1) imposed the reversion duty, and 
sub-section (2) defined the value of the benefit accruing to the Crown. 
It was to be deemed to be the amount by which the total value (as de- 
fined by the Act) of the land at the time the lease determined ex- 
ceeded the total value of the land at the time of the original grant of 
the lease, to be ascertained on the basis of the rent reserved and any 
payments made in consideration for the grant of the lease. On this 
basis there was no difference between total value as defined by sec- 
tion 25 (3) and the gross value as defined by section 25 (1). The figures 
m this case were given, and there was a considerable differ- 
ence between the total value of the land at the time of the grant 
and the value at the time of the determination of the lease. Was there 
anything in section 13 (2) which entitled Lord Anglesey to say there was 
something to be deducted from the total value of the land at the 
time of the determination of the lease? There had to be deducted all 
compensation payable by the lessor. It was said that the surrender of 
the old lease was in consideration of the grant of the new lease, and 
that such grant was the compensation payable by the lessor. His 
lordship could not accept that view. Compensation payable by the 
lessor had, in his opinion, no reference to any purchase money paid by 
the lessor to obtain possession of the property. Compensation meant a 
sum payable by the terms of the lease, or under some contract made 
during the term, such as to erect further buildings on condition of being 
paid a sum at the end of the term. He declined to attribute to com- 
Pensation the consideration which, whether in money or in granting a 
new lease, led to the lessor acquiring the lessee’s property. -It did not 
Mean purchase money for part of the demised premises. It must be 





something paid under a contract. The attention of the court had been 
called to other sections of the Act, but they did not help Lord Angle- 
sey. It was doubtful whether section 14 (3), which had been repealed, 
ought to be referred to at all, and the other sections threw no light 
on the matter. He agreed with the Crown’s contention that reversion 
duty was payable, and could not agree that section 3 (2) of the Revenue 
Act, 1911, had no reference to a transaction of this nature. The sur- 
render was a transaction by which the lease was determined, and the 
lessor’s and lessee’s interests vested in the same person before the 
expiry of the term. The duty therefore must be calculated as stated in 
the case, having regard to the Revenue Act, 1911, s. 3 (2). With 
great respect to Horridge, J., the appeal must be allowed 

Bucktey and Kennepy, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect.— 
Counset, Sir J. Simon, 8.-G., and Zomlin; Danckwerts, K.C., and 
Micklethwaite. Sotacrrors, Solicitor of Inland Revenue; Williams & 


James. 
[Reported by H. Lanevonp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
GRIERSON v. NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND 
(LIM.). Joyce, J. 7th, 8th, and 22nd April. 
MortrcaceE—Priority—Lecan Estare—Prior Equitaste Cuarce—Cvs- 
topy or DeEps—Omussion To Give Notice To EquitaBLE MoRTGAGER 
—Supsequent EquirasLe Morrcace sy Deprosir or Dreps—NEeEcLI- 
GENCE—OMISSsION TO OpTAIN DEEDS ON PayMENT OFF OF PRIoR Morr- 

GAGE. 

A mortgagor deposited documents of title with a bank by way of 
equitable mortgage, and subsequently created a legal mortgage upon 
the same property, the legal mortgagee not giving notice of his eecurity 
to the prior equitable mortgagee. The mortgagor subsequently paid 
off the equitable mortgage, receiving back the documents of title, which 
he deposited by way of equitable mortgage with the defendant bank, 
not disclosing the existing legal mortgage. In.an action by the legal 
mortgagee for a declaration that his mortgage was entitled to priority 
over the defendant bank’s equitable mortgage. 

Held, that the legal mortgagee’s omission to give notice of his mort- 
gage to the prior equitable mortgagee, and his omission to obtain the 
documents of title when the equitable mortgage was paid off, did not 
amount to such negligence as to postpone his security. 





Action. The plaintiffs were the legal personal representatives of 
John Grierson, who, by an indenture of mortgage dated 20th August, 
1890, became legal mortgagee of .certain leasehold properties, the 
mortgage being expressly subject to a prior equitable charge in 
favour of Grant & Maddison’s Bank, which had the custody of the 
documents of title. No notice of the legal mortgage was given by the 
mortgagee to Grant & Maddison’s Bank. On the 25rd of March, 1895, 
the mortgagor paid off the equitable charge, and received back the 
documents of title, having received a cheque for £900, in ex- 
change for his own cheque for that purpose, from Hugh Grier- 
son, the son and acting solicitor of John Grierson, the mortgagee, who, 
however, was not aware that the equitable charge was, in fact, wholly 
discharged, or that the mortgagor had received back the documents of 
title. On the 29th of March, 1895, the mortgagor deposited the docu- 
ments of title with the defendant bank by way of equitable mortgage 
with a memorandum of charge, without disclosing the legal mortgage. 
The defendant bank now alleged that the legal mortgagee had been 
guilty of such negligence as to disentitle his mortgage to priority over 
the defendant bank’s charge. The plaintiffs in this action claimed 
a declaration that the legal mortgage had priority over the equitable 
security of the bank, and delivery over by the bank of the documents 
of title. For the plaintiffs it was contended that the onus was upon 
the defendant bank to establish such negligence upon the part of the 
mortgagee as to postpone his security to the defendants. For the de- 
fendant bank it was argued that the mortgagee had been negligent in 
not giving notice to Grant & Maddison’s Bank of his legal mortgage, 
and in allowing the mortgagor to recover the documents of title; that 
it was not necessary to shew that the conduct of the mortgagee was 
culpable, but that he, or his agent, by their conduct rendered it possi- 
ble for the defendant bank to get their security : Northern Counties of 
England Fire Insurance Co. v. Whipp (26 Ch. D. 482), Walker v. 
Linom (1907, 2 Ch. 104), and Oliver v. Hinton (1899, 2 Ch. 264). 

Joyce, J., in the course of a considered judgment, said : Notwith- 
standing what has been said in various books, such as Key and Elphin- 
stone, as to the necessity or at least the expediency of a second mort- 
gavee giving notice to the first mortgagee, no notice of the legal mort- 
gage was in fact given to the prior equitable mortgagee. The theory 
upon which the bank claims priority is that the legal mortgagee had 
paid off the prior equitable charge without getting the title deeds 
from Grant & Maddison’s Bank, or giving them notice of his mort- 
gage, and that the mortgagor having obtained the deeds from Grant 
& Maddison’s Bank, then deposited them with the defendant bank. 
It is contended that in such circumstances the legal mortgagee has 
been guilty of such negligence or want of caution as to disentitle him 
in equity to insist on his priority. When the facts are investigated it 
turns out that the prior equitable mortgagees were not paid off by the 
legal mortgagee at all, but that the deeds were given up to the mort- 
gagor on payment by him, out of his own money, on the 23rd of March, 
1895, of the amount or a considerable part of the amount due. It is 
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true that on the 23rd of March, 1895, the mortgagor went to Mr. | Jnvestment Society (14 Ch. Div. 167), and Re Dominion of Canads 


a son of the legal mortgagee and acting as solicitor to 
him, and now in fact a plaintiff in thi ction, and handed him a 
cheque for £1,150, taking in exchange Mr. Grierson’s cheque for £900, 
leaving the balance with Mr. H. Grierson to be applied in part or 
otherwise on account of the legal mortgage The result of the 
evidence shews that on that occasion Mr. H. Grierson was 
informed by the mortgagor that he intended to pay the 
£900 towards paying off the charge, but he did not know exactly 
how much was due to Grant & Maddison’s Bank from the mortgagor, 
or that the mortgagor was going to get back the documents of title 
The £900 was paid in respect of a debt due from, and for which, the 
mortgagor was personally liable, and so inured for the benefit of the 
legal mortgagee, because a mortgagor cannot nav off a first mortgage 
and then set it up against a subsequent charge he has himself created : 
Otter v. Lord Vaux (6 De G. M. & G. 638 Or, as put in one of the 
text-books, where the owner of an equity of redemption pays off a 


Hugh Grierson, 





charge which he is personally liable to pay, he is not allowed to set up | 


the charge against a subsequent encumbrancer to whom he is liable 
I am unable to understand how it could possibly be made out that in 
what passed on the 23rd of March, 1895, there was any misconduct or 
negligence for which the legal mortgagee was or could be held to be 
directly or indirectly responsible. It must be taken as well settled, 
whether one likes it or n t, that a second mortgagee, however expedi 
ent it may be for him to gi 
way bound to do so, and his position in law or equity cannot 


is In no 

be in any way prejudiced by his omission to do so. The result is that 
nothing has happened to take away or affect the original priority of 
the legal mortgagee, although his position was improved by the pay 
ment made by the mortgagor to Grant & Maddison’s sank Asa 


matter of fact, if the bank had originally or on the 23rd of March, 
1895, had proper notice of the legal mortgage, they would not, I suppose, 
have given up the deeds, and the mortgagor would never have made the 
payment to such bank as he did make. Thus the legal mortgagee has 
in truth derived considerable advantage from not giving notice of his 
encumbrance to the prior mortgagee, an occurrence the possibility of 
which has not been noticed in any of the text-books. There must be 
accordingly, a declaration as sought in the statement of claim.—Cowun- 
srt, Ward-Coleridge, K.C., and P. FP. 8. Stokes; Hughes, K.C., and 
H.C. Bischof. Sorrcrrons, Chester, Broome, & Griffiths, for Lomer. 
Son, & Grierson, Southampton; Lovell], Son, & Pitfield, for Paris, 
Smith, & Randall, Southampton. 
[Reported by R. C. Cannrworon, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re PACIFIC COAST SYNDICATE (LIM.). Neville, J. 23rd April. 

Votuntary Wrnpinc-Ue—Unsvccessrvot Action Brovucnt 
Derenpants’ Costs ORDERED TO BE Pap EITHER BY 
LigurpaTor TO Recove Hr™- 
COMPULSORY AND 


ComMPANY 
By COMPANY 
THE COMPANY OR BY THE LIQUIDATOR 
SELF OUT oF THE AsseTs—PRIoRITY or Costs 
VotuntaryY Winpina-Up 
Where the liquidator 

an action, and judgment is qiven for the defendant in that action, with 

costs, such costs are payable out of the assets of the company, in 

t the winding-up 


of a company in voluntary liquidation brings 


yriority to the costes ¢« 
7 y 


This summons was taken out by the sritish-Columbian Fisheries 
(Limited), for an order that the liquidator of the Pacific Coast 
Syndicate should forthwith pay to them a eum of £214 odd, being the 
balance of the taxed costs of their defence to an action brought 
by the Pacific Coast Syndicate, and others, against them, which action 
was dismissed with costs. In 1911, the Pacific Coast Syndicate went 
into voluntary liquidation. Early in 1912 the liquidator, with two 
other persona, brought an action in the King’s Bench Division againet 
the British-Columbian Fisheries (Limited), alleging that they (the 
plaintiffs) had the property and copyright in certain reports of experts 
which the defendant company had printed and published in their | 
prospectus, and claiming an injunction and damages. In De ember, | 
1912, the action was tried before a judge, with a special jury, and 
judgment was given for the defendant company with costs. The 
costs of the defendant company’s eolicitor were taxed at about £300. 
and the liquidator, when applied to for payment of this sum, paid them 
£86 odd, and suggested that they should obtain the balance from 
the other two plaintiffs in the action. It appeared, however, that in 
December, 1912, the liquidator had at bank some £500, being assets 
of the liquidating company, and had thereout paid the coste of his own 
solicitors in the action, and some liabilities of the company, and had 
only handed over a balance of £86 odd to the defendant company’s 
solicitors. Counsel for the liquidator of the Pacific Coast Svndicate 
contended that the principle to be found in the cases, that the 
costs of unsuccessful ligitation ought to be paid out of the aesets | 
of the company, or by the liquidator, in priority to the coste of | 
liquidation, did not apply in the case of a voluntary winding-up, 
because in the case of a voluntarv winding-up there was still the 
right of the successful party in the litigation to levy execution. 
whereas in the caee of a compulsory winding-up that right was gone 
He referred to Currie v. Consolidated Kent Collieries Corporation 
(Limited) (1906. 1 K. B. 135), and sections 211 and 278 of the Com 
panies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. Counsel for the applicant company 


contended that costs ordered to be paid by the liquidator out of the 
assets of the company to a successful litigant were prima facie payable 
immediately, and in full, out of the net aesets of the company. He 


relied on Re London Metallurgical Co. (1895, 1 Ch. 758), Re Home 


notice of his security toa prior mortgagee, | 





Plumbago Co. (27 Ch. Div. 33). 

Nevitte, J., after stating the facts, said : The costa of unsuccessfy] 
litigation incurred by a liquidator, whether in a voluntary winding-up 
or in a winding-up by the court, are payable out of the assets of the 
company in priority to the costs of the winding-up. The rule is the 
same whether the order against the company only directe payment 
of costs, or directs payment of costs out of the assets of the n 
pany, or directs the liquidator to pay the costs and to recoup hin 
out of the assets of the company. Here the liquidator has paid awa 
assets available for the payment of the applicants’ costs, which had 
priority over his own costs. He must therefore pay this sum of £214 
odd to the applicants, and can recoup himself out of the aesets of t 
company (if any) that may hereafter come to his hands.—Covnser 
(ore Browne, K.C., and G. C. Rankin; G. M. Simmonds. Soricrrors 
Braby & Waller; Bullock & Co. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





. 7 > h 
High Court—King’s Benc 
am 7 7 
Division. 

RYALL v. KIDWELL & SON. Div. Court. Ist May. 
LANDLORD AND TeNnant—Conptitions Impriep By ss. 14 ann 15 or Tu: 
Hovstnc, Town-Pianntna, Etc., Act, 1909 (9 Ed. 7, c. 44 
Derect Cavsinc Injury to Cuitp or Tenant—No Action Mary 

TAINABLE BY CHILD. 
14 and 15 of the Housing, Town-Planning, &c., Act, 1909, 
provide that with respect to certain houses there shall be implied ( 
condition that the houses are at the commencement of the holding 
reasonably fit for human. habitation, and an undertaking that the 
house shall, during the holding, be kept reasonably ft for human 
habitation. 

The child of a tenant of a house to which these sections apply brought 
an action against the landlord for damages for personal injuries alleged 
to have heen caused by the defective state of the house. She was 


Sections 


| non-suited, 


Held, following Cavalier v. Pope (1906), A.C., 428), that this decision 
was right, the plaintiff being a stranger to the contract between 
landlord and tenant. 


Appeal from the Rochester County Court. The father of the 
plaintiff, an infant, was a tenant of a house to which sections 14 and 
15 of the Housing and Town-Planning, &c., Act, 1909, applied. By 
section 14: ‘‘In any contract made after the passing of {his Act 
for letting for habitation a house or part of a house at a rent not 
exceeding (a) in the case of a house situate in the administrative 
County of London, forty pounds; (b) in the case of a house situate 
in a borough or urban district with a population according to the 
last census for the time being of fifty thousand or upwards, twenty-six 
pounds; (c) in the case of a house situate elsewhere, sixteen pounds ; 
there shall be implied a condition that the house is at the commence 
ment of the holding in all respects reasonably fit for human habitation, 
but the condition aforesaid shall not be implied when a house or part 
of a house is let for a term of not less than three years upon the 
terms that it be put. by the lessee into a condition reasonably fit for 
occupation, and the lease is not determinable at the option of either 
party before the expiration of that term.”’ By section 15 (1): ** The 
last foregoing section shall, as respects contracts to which that ee 
tion applies, take effect as if the condition implied by that section 
included an undertaking that the house shall, during the holdir 
be kept by the landlord in all respects reasonably fit for human 
habitation.”’ The plaintiff, by her next friend, sued the landlord 
of the premises to recover damages for injuries said to have been 
sustained through the defective condition of the house. The learned 


| county court judge non-suited the plaintiff, holding on the authority 


of Cavalier v. Pope (1906, A. C., 428) that she had no cause of action. 
tiptey, J.—In my opinion, the learned county court judge took 
the right view of these two sections, having regard to the decision 
in Cavalier v. Pope (supra) in the Court of Appeal and the House 
of Lords, which has been cited to us in the course of the argument 
In that case it was held that, where there are tenements of this 


| kind, and the question is whether the landlord is liable to some 


one owing to the premises being out of repair, no action lies at the 
suit of anyone except the tenant. The head-note of that case, as 
it is reported in the Law Reports, is :—‘‘ The owner of a dilapidated 
house contracted with his tenant to repair it, but failed to do 50. 
The tenant’s wife, who lived in the house, and was well aware o! 
the danger, was injured by an accident caused by the want ©! 
repair. Held that the wife, being a stranger to the contract, had no 
claim for damages against the owner.’”’ The plaintiff was a strange! 
to the contract; therefore, she was not entitled to recover. It 15 
now argued that the Housing and Town-Planning, &c., Act, 1909, 
has made a difference in this respect, and enables strangers who are 
not parties to the contract to maintain actions for damages sustained 
by them owing to the premises being out of repair. I do not think 
that is so. Sections 14 and 15 of that Act are the sections in ques- 
tion. Section 14 of the Act, in my opinion, implies a condition 4 
between landlord and tenant. In any contract for letting for habita- 
tion a house, or part of a house, at a rent not exceeding those specified 
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in the section, there shall be implied a condition that the house is | 


at the commencement of the holding in all respects reasonably fit. for 
human habitation. It is not possible to read those words except with 
the meaning that the condition is implied as between landlord and 
tenant. Then, by section 15 (1), the last section is to take effect 


as if the condition implied by that section included an undertaking | 


that the house shall during the holding 
all respects reasonably fit for human habitation. That is an exten- 
sion, I believe, in some cases, at all events, of the liability upon a 
landlord at common Jaw in the absence of a covenant or undertaking 
by the tenant to repair. It is an extension of the condition implied 
by section 14 at the commencement of the holding to the whole period 
of the tenancy. That is, I think, the meanigg of section 15. In my 
opinion, the sections only imply these conditions as between landlord 
and tenant : 
the sections deal. With the knowledge of what had been decided 
in Cavalier v. Pope (ubi. sup.), it cannot be said that these sections 
impose on the landlord a liability to actions at the suit of strangers 
to the contract. If it had been intended to alter the law ae laid 
down in that case, 
to perform the obligations imposed upon the landlord inorwa render 
him liable to an action brought against him by a etranger to the 
contract who had suffered damage as well as by the sonem, So far 
from that being the case, by sub-section 9 of section 15 :—‘* Any 
remedy given by this section for non-compliance with the undertaking 
implied by virtne of this section shall be in addition to and not 
in derogation of any other remedy available to the tenant against 
the landlord, either at common law or otherwise.’” Those words are 
strong to shew that the view I have expressed is the right one, and 
that the Legislature did not intend to extend the liability of the 
landlord to a stranger to the contract. The statutory duty referred 
to in Dawson v. Bingley Urban District Council (1911, 2 K. B., 156 
was a public duty, of which there is no question here. The effect 
of these sections is to imply certain conditions in the contract between 
the landlord and the tenant. For these reasons the appeal must be 
dismissed. 

Avory, J., 
Williamson; A. 
& Co. 


gave judgment to the same effect.- 
H. Richardson. Sourcrrors, O. L. 


Counset, C. J. 
Richardson; Hair 


[Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. EDGAR. 6th May. 


CrrmmnaL Law — MIspEMEANOUR — RECOGNISANCE TO BE OF Goop 
BeHaviouR—Power TO OrpER Wirnovut Limitation or Time— 


PRACTICE. 

In cases of misdemeanor, where a convicted person is ordered t 
enter into a recognisance to he of good behaviour, the practice has 
been to specify a limitation of time, and that practice should be fol- 
lowed. 

The court said it was unnecessary to decide, and did not decide, 
whether there was power to order such a person to enter into a recog 
nisance to be of good behaviour without specifyieg any period of tim 


> 


This was an appeal against sentence. The appellant was enviated 
at the Central Criminal Court of libelling a solicitor, and it appeared 
that he had persistently libelled him for some time—it was said two 
years. The Recorder of London sentenced the appellant to six months’ 
imprisonment, and ordered him to enter into a recognisance to be of 
good behaviour to all persons, and especially the prosecutor, and in 
default of entering into such a recognisance to be imprisoned fo1 
another six months. There was no limitation of time to the recog 
It was contended for the appellant that there was no power 
to bind over for an indefinite time—/7er v. Hart (1808, 30 State Trials), 
Rex v. Dunn (12 Q. B. 1,026), Archbola’s ‘‘ Criminal Pleading ’’ (10th 
Ed., at p. 257), Burn’s ‘‘ Justice”? (Vol. V., at p. 1,223), and Lord 
Halsbury’s ‘‘ Laws of England ”’ (Vol. IX., at p. 412) were referred to. 

PickrorpD, J., delivered the judgment of THe Courr (Pickrorp, 
Bankes, and Avory, JJ.) as follows :—In this case objection has been | 
taken that there is no limitation of time to the recognisance into which 
the appellant was ordered to enter that he would-be of good behaviour. 
It does not appear that the order has ever been drawn up, although 
there is a note of it on the margin of the indictment. We need not 
assume that the order of the court would be drawn up in this way. 
[Mr. Honour, for the appellant, said that the appellant had already 
been asked to enter into this reecgnisance.] Continuing, Pickford, J., 
said : If that is so, what I have said goes. The court does not consider 
it necessary to decide whether or not there is power to order a 
prisoner to enter into recognisances to be of good behaviour for th: 
rest of his life, and we do not decide that. But in all the cases of | 
this kind, cases of misdemeanor, there has been a limitation of time 
for the recognisance. There does not seem to be any authority or 
case in which a limitation has not been inserted. We think that 
whether or not there is power to make an order without any limitation 
of time, the old practice should be followed. In this case, we think 
that the limitation should be for a considerable time, and we fix the 
period at five years. The order, therefore, will be that the appellant 
be imprisoned for six months, and that he enter into a recognisance to | 


hisance., 


be kept by the landlord in |} 


those are the persons with whose rights and liabilities | 


the statute would have provided that the failure | 
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to all persons, and espec ially the prosecutor, for 
t peri ul of five yeal and that in de fault of his entering into such a 
recognisance he be impris med for another = six month COUNSEL, 
lloncu 2 Snell SOLICITORS, f te al Richards ; The Director o} 
Public Prosecutions. 

[Reported by C. G. Moran, 


be of good behaviour 


New Quix ac. 


The following draft rule is published pursuant to the Rules Publica 
tion Act, 1893: 
THE LUNACY ACTS, 1890 AND 1891. 

[, Richard Burdon Viscount Haldane, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, in pursuance of Section 338, sub-section (2) of the Lunacy Act, 
1890, and Section 27, sub-section (2) of the Lunacy Act, 1891, and of 
ill other powers enabling me in that behalf, do hereby make the follow 

g¢ rule: 

In the case of applications dealing only with benefits under the 
National Insurance Act, 1911, a number of such applications may be 
joined in one summons and service of notice of the application may be 
dispensed with. 

Copies may be obtained on application at the Lord Chancellor's 
Office, House of Lords, 8.W 





Societies. 


The Berks, Bucks, and Oxfordshire Incorporated 
Law Society. 

The annual meeting of this society was held at the Randolph Hotel, 
Oxford, on Wednesday, the @h inst. Present: Mr. B. L. Reynoid 
(president), Mr. B. E. Tyrwhitt (vice-president), and Messrs. H. 
Baines, T. S. Brown, F. J. Churchill, Horace J. Fisher, J. C. B. 
(lar Wm. C. Jotcham, Francis E. Marshall, Fred W. Martin, Johy 
\\ "Mav n, BE. L. Reynolds, W. E. B. Walton, and H. C. Dryland 
secretary ). 

The minutes of the last mecting having, been confirmed, 
by the president, the treasurer’s statement of the accounts of the 
society (which shewed a balance in hand of £75 6s. 8d. cash and 
£303 17s. 1d. India 3 per Cent. Stock) was approved. The adoption 
of the annual report was then moved by the president, who pointed out 
that the present membership was 116, which constituted a record, the 
highest previous membership being 113. He also drew attention to the 
fact that Mr. J. W. Martin had been elected as an extraordina ury member 
f the Council of the Law Society, so that the society still had a repre 
sentative upon the Council. Mr. J. W. Martin, in eeconding the reso 
ition, reported generally as to the position of the land transfer ques 
tion, and expressed his eatisfaction at the decision of the Royal 
il Delays to recommend no alteration in the existing 
winess was c¢ neerned 


and signed 


Commission on Leg 


ircuit eystem so far, at any rate, as criminal bi 

in the area of the eociety. In epeaking to the resolution, Mr. E. 1. 
feynolds drew attention to the opinion of Mr. Arthur Underhill with 
eference to increment value duty payable on death, and Mr. F. W. 
Martin ested that in future editions of the General Conditions of 
Sale money columns should be provided at the foot of the memorandum 


of agreement applicable to a sale by private treaty for the insertion 
sit paid, valuation (if any), and balan 

payable on completion similar to the columns already provided at the 
foot of the memorandum of agreement applicable to a sale by auction. 
The eecretary, having reported generally as to the work of the society 
and of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, the resolution was put 
to the meeting. and carried unanimously. 


of the purchase money, den 


It was next moved by the secretary (in accordance with notice), 
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seconded by Mr. B. E. Tyrwhitt, and unanimously resolved, ‘‘ That 
a donation of ten guineas be made to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Asso- 
ciation out of the funds of this society in the name of Mr. B. L. Rey 
nolds, the president of the so iety.”” 

Mr. B. E. Tyrwhitt, of Oxford, was then, on the proposition of the 
president, seconded Mr. H Baines, unanimously elected as president 
for the ensuing year, and Mr. C. G. Field, of Reading, was, on the 
proposition of Mr. J. W. Martin, seconded by Mr. B. E. Tyrwhitt, 
unanimously elected as vice-president. 

Mr. H. C. Dryland was again elected as secretary, on the motion of 
the president, seconded by Mr. F. E. Marshall, and it was resolved 
that for this year the offices of secretary and treasurer should again 
be combined, 

It us proposed by Mr. F. W. Martin, and eeconded by the presi 
dent, that Messre. H. Blaker, W. C. Blandy, J. Bliss, 8. Brain, 
A. Jj. Clarke, F. . Louch, F. E. Marshall, J. W. Martin, 


and B. L. Reynolds be elected as members of the committee 

Mr. F. E. Marshall thereupon moved as an amendment that the nam« 
of Mr. W. E. B. Walton, of Oxford, should be eubstituted for that of 
himself as a member of the committee. The amendment was seconded 
by Mr. F. J. Churchill, who pointed out that unless the suggestion of 
Mr. Marshall was adopted there would be two members of one firm 
upon the committee, and subsequently the amendment was accepted by 
the propoeer ind seconder of the resolution, and the resolution 
amended, having been put to the meeting, was carried nem. can. 

It was then proposed by Mr. J. W. Martin, seconded by Mr. F. 
FE. Marshall, and unanimously resolved, that ‘‘ Subject to the powe1 
reserved to the president, vice-president and secretary by Article 18 
of the society's articles of aseociation, the next annual general meeting 
of this society be held in Reading on the first Wednesday in May, 
1914.’ In speaking to the resolution, Mr. Churchill expressed the hope 
that the next annual general meeting of the society would be held at 
the library of the Reading and District Solicitors’ Aesociation. 

On consideration, in accordance with notice, of the question of th« 
desirability or otherwise of establishing a register of moneys availabl 
for mortgage purposes and of properties upon which it is desired to 
obtain loans, it was moved by Mr. J. W. Martin, and seconded by Mr. 
T. S. Brown, that the matter do stand over sine die. Mr. Martin 
drew attention to the large amount of extra work which the establish 
ment of a register would theow upon the secretary, and expressed the 
view that it would not be a success. After some discussion the original 
recolution was withdrawn, and it was proposed by Mr. F. E. Marshall, 
and seconded by the president, that a register be established, and that 
information as to the contents thereof be supplied to members by th« 
secretary on application being made by them to him, further details as 
to the nature of the register and as to the fees to be charged for the 
use of it to be settled by the committee. The resolution was sup 
ported by Mr. H. Baines and Mr. F. J. Churchill, and having been 
put to the meeting, was carried nem. con. 

Upon consideration, in accordance with notice, of the report of the 
committee upon a draft scheme and plan prepared by the Law Society 
for the grouping of counties for civil assize business, which report 
concluded by expressing the view that on consideration of the whole 
position the only practicable way, so far as the area of the society was 
concerned, of obviating delay in legal proceedings was by appointing 
additional judges, and that any alteration of the existing circuit 
system should be strongly opposed, it was proposed by the secretary, 
seconded by Mr. B. E. Tyrwhitt, and resolved nem. con.. that the 
report of the committee be approved and adopted. In moving the 
resolution the secretary drev particular attention to the fact that in 
England and Wales there is only one judge to every 1,130,120 persons, 
M hile in Ireland and Scotland there are nearly four times as many judges 
in proportion to the population. Mr. J. W. Martin and other members 
ilso spoke in supp rt of the resolution. 

The meeting terminated with a vote of thanke (proposed by the 
eecretary, and seconded by Mr. B. E. Tyrwhitt) to the president for 
his services during the past year. The secretary referred to the heavy 
corre spondence which had devol ed upon the president during his veat 
of office, ind to the great interest which he had taken in the work of 
the society, ind expressed the view that no member of the ¢ociety 
outside the committee could realise the amount of work which the 
president had undertaken on behalf of the eociety. 





Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
HONOURS EXAMINATION.—Aprr., 1913. 
At the examination for honours of candidates for 
Roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Committee 
recommended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction : 


The names of the solicit rs to whom the candidates served under 
articles of clerkship follow the names of the candidate s. 


admission on the 


: First Crass. 
Josern Roserts (Mr. J. L. Johnson, Junr., of the fi ) SEITE 
“Uabron, Johnson & Son, of Liverpool ) oe 


o Seconp Crass 
(In the opinion of the committee the standard attained by the candi 
lates does not justify the issue of any second class list.) ~ 


TuHirp Crass. 
(In Alphabetical Order.) 


Fulbert Radcliffe Archer. (Mr. E. T. Alms, of Taunton, and 
Messrs. Sismey & Cook, of London.) 

Arthur Stanley Grant. (Mr. Charles Walton Sawbridge, of the firm 
of Messrs. Charles Sawbridge & Son, of London.) 

Edward Watkin Hammond. (Mr. Gerald Bruce, of the firm of 
Messrs. Morgan, Bruce & Nicholas, of Pontypridd, and Messrs. Smith, 
Rundell & Dods, of London.) 

Charles Edward Harrison. (Mr. P. Charles Kelly, of St. Helens, 
Lancashire. ) 

William Stanford-Berfett Harrison. (Mr. Charles Alfred Piper 
and Mr. Robert Lake, both of London.) 

Thomas Bernard Heslop. (Mr. Bertram Langhorne Robinson, of 
Bishop Auckland.) 

Ernest William Tame. (Mr. W. H. Wise, of Bristol.) 

The Council of the Law Society have awarded the following prizes 
of books :— 

To Mr. Roberts : The Daniel Reardon Prize, value £23 9s. 9d. ; th: 
Clement’s Inn Prize, value £9 i7s. 9d.; and the John Mackrell Prize, 
value £8 17s. 

The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in t! 
first and third classes. 

Forty-five candidates gave notice for the examination. 

, By order of the Council, 
‘ S. P. B. Bucknitn, Secretary. 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 9th May, 1915. 


Obituary. 
Mr. E. A. Nicholson. 


The death took place at Lewes on the 7th inst. of Mr. Edwarl 
Andrews Nicholson, the senior member of the old-established firm 0! 
solicitors, Messrs. Hunt, Currey, Nicholeon, & Co. Mr. Nicholson 
who was born at Barford St. Martin, Wilts, was admitted a solicito: 
in 1850, and had practised at Lewes since 1851. He also took great 
interest in education locally and in various charitable organisations. H: 
was one of the four surviving original members of the 4th Sussex Rifle 
Volunteers, a corps which was raised at Lewes in 1859, and which took 
a prominent place among the Volunteers of England in the sixties. 
His wife (who is a sister of Mr. Montague S. Blaker, town clerk of 
Lewes) survives him, and he also leaves two sons and two daughters. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. H. Curtis Bennett has been appointed to be Chief Magistrate 
for the Police Courts of the Metropolis in succession to Sir Albert de 
tutzen, who has retired owing to failing health. Sir Albert de 
Rutzen’s retirement will be generally regretted. He has been a stipen 
diary magistrate altogether for forty-one years, for the last fourteen 
of which he,has sat at Bow-street, and he has been noted for his 
invariable courtesy, dignity, and sympathetic kindliness. Born in 
1831, the son of Baron de Rutzen, of Slebeck Park, Pembroke, he was 
educated at Eton and Trinity, Cambridge, and was called to the Ba: 
by the Inner Temple in 1857. In 1872 he was appointed stipendiary 
magistrate for Merthyr Tydvil, and was for come time deputy-chai: 
man of quarter sessions for Glamorganshire. In 1876 he was trans 
ferred to London, sitting first at Marylebone and then passing to West 
minster, Marlborough-etreet, and in 1899 to Bow-street. He was 
ippointed chief magistrate in 1901, when he received the honour of 
knighthood. Mr. Curtis Bennett, who succeeds Sir Albert, has been 
a metropolitan stipendiary since February, 1886. He was born in 1846, 
the son of the Rev. G. P. Bennett, rector of Kelvedon, and was called 
to the Bar by the Middle Temple in 1870. For a short time he was a 
revising barrister for Eseex. 


Mr. Rotito Frepertck GraHaM-CampBeLt has been appointed to be a 
Metropolitan Police Magistrate, to fill the vacancy at Bow-street Police 
Court caused by the appointment of Mr. Curtis Bennett to be Chief 
Magistrate. Mr. R. F. Graham-Campbell is a younger son of the late 
Mr. John Graham-Campbell. of Chirvan, Lochgilphead, and was born 
n 1868. Having been called to the Bar by the Inner Temple in 1892, 
he went the South-Eastern Circuit, practising also at the Eesex, Herts, 
ind North London Sessions and the Central Criminal Court. He was 
one of the three junior counsel to the Director of Public Prosecutions 
it the Central Criminal Court. 


Mr. Watrer Scorr, of the firm of Morgan, Scott, & Scott, solicitors. 
Cardiff, has been appointed a justice of the peace for the city of 
Cardiff. Mr. Scott was admitted in 1874, and was for several years 
hon. secretary of the Cardiff Law Society. 

Mr. Witt1am Braptey, of the firm of Wm. Bradley & Son, solicitors, 
Cardiff, has been appointed a justice of the peace for the city of 
Cardiff. Mr. Bradley was admitted in 1867, and is hon. treasurer of 





the Cardiff Law Society. 
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Changes in Partnerships, &c. 


Admission. 


Messrs. Walter Ferks and Thos. H. Terry, of 85, Gracechurch-street, 
E.C., have admitted into partnership Mr. E. Meuiiar-Smiru and Mr. 
D. S. Gipson, both of whom have for many years been connected with 
their firm. The practice will be continued under the style of Ward, 
Perks, & Terry. 





General. 
At Bow-street, on the 9th inst., says the TZimes, Mr. 
Harry Wilbon congratulated Mr. Curtis Bennett on his 
appointment as Chief Magistrate. He added that it was 
with great sorrow he had learned of the retirement of Sir 
Albert de Rutzen owing to failing health. Mr. Curtis Bennett, in 


reply, said he hoped to be able to follow in the footsteps of the four 
Chief Magistrates he had known since his appointment to the Bench 
twenty-eight years ago—viz., Sir James Ingham, Sir John Bridge, Sir 
Franklin Lushington, and Sir Albert de Rutzen. He was exceedingly 
sorry that Sir Albert de Rutzen had found it necessary to retire. He 
left with the goodwill of all, having made for himself a name which 
would be imperishable in the records of the court. Sitting in the 
Second Court, Mr. Dickinson expressed his regret at the retirement 
of Sir Albert de Rutzen, and spoke of the kindness and courtesy he 
had extended always to his fellow-magistrates. At Marylebone Mr. 
Francis said Sir Albert de Rutzen presided for many years in that 
court, and he exceedingly regretted the reason for his retirement. At 
seldom fell to the lot of any man to spend forty years of his life as 
a magistrate, and still less did it fall to the lot of man that at the 
end of so long and honourable a career he should still retain the esteem 
of the public. 

“K.C.,” writing to the 7'imes under date the 7th inst., as to hearings 
in camera, says: The result of the appeal in the Scott case may give 
general satisfaction, but the whole question of publicity of legal pro- 
ceedings is one which should be inquired into. As a rule, no doubt, it 
is desirable that the courts should be opened and that the press should 
have an unfettered right of reporting what takes place in them, and 
yet everyone who has had an extensive practice knows that the pub- 
licity of the courts is sometimes a serious hindrance to the true 
administration of justice. There are few of the leaders of the Bar who 
could not give scores of instances of submission to unjust claims only 
because contesting those claims would place the defendants in positions 
they would prefer not to occupy. Many of us could tell of actions 
seeming to shew the invasion of legal- rights the true basis of which 
was the knowledge of secrets which a trial would reveal, and which a 
man would be likely to pay well to keep undiscloeced. I could give 
instances of such cases in my own practice, and I well remember one 
where a scoundrel extorted some hundreds of pounds on such a claim 
simply because the moral life of his victim was to his knowledge not 
immaculate. Indeed, it is not too much to say that by reason of its 
publicity an action at law, discreetly planned, may be made the 
greatest and safest engine of blackmail that can be devised. This ought 
not to be, and a careful consideration of the subject by a Commiesion 
would shew not only to what extent it exists, but also how it could 
be remedied. 


Mr. B. I’Anson Breach (Meesrs. Farebrother, Ellis, & Co.) has been 
elected president of the Auctioneers’ and Estate Agents’ Institute of 
the United Kingdom, in succession to Mr. Arthur William Brackett, 
whose term of office expired on Tuesday. After being articled to the 
late Mr. R. H. Lipscomb, agent for the South Devon estates of the 
Hon. Mark Rolle, Mr. Breach, says the J'imes, entered the offices of 
Messrs. Chinnock, Galeworthy, & Chinnock, Waterloo-place, Pall Mall, 
where he remained until 1880 when he began to practise on his own 
account in the City. Soon afterwards he removed to Lincoln’s Inn, 
and in 1887 united his business with that of Mr. Hubert D. Egerton, 
Mr. Vincent 8. Galsworthy joining the firm five years later. In 1897 
the business was amalgamated with that of Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, 
& Co., and has since been carried on in Fleet-street. Mr. Breach has 
conducted some notable auctions, and has been retained in a very large 
number of compensation and rating cases, one of his most recent 
appointments having been by Sir Albert de Rutzen as valuer in con- 
nection with the acquisition of Spitalfields Market by the Corporation. 
He has been a member of the Auctioneers’ Institute since 1904, and a 
vice-president for the last five years. He is a Fellow of the Surveyors’ 
Institution, and a member of the Society of Auctioneers, and is on the 
Court of the Vintners’ Company 


The Council of the Surveyors’ Institution have accepted an invitation 
" hold the next country meeting at Oxford on the 23rd and 24th of 
May. 
Christ Church and Cathedral, Magdalen College, New College, Oriel 
College, and St. John’s College. Excursions have been arranged for 
the following day by rail to Woodstock and Blenheim, and by motor- 
car to Witney, Burford Priory, Woodstock, and Blenheim. There will 
also be the customary meetings for discussion of professional questions. 

Mr. Justice Phillimore, whilst trying cases in the Crown Paper, on 
the 8th inst., said that the list for the day contained cases set. down 


Visits have been arranged for the afternoon of the 23rd to | 





as late as 29th April last. This list completed the cases in the Crown 
Paper except for certain cases that stood over by the arrangement of 
the parties and cases upon which the Law Officers, who had so many 
duties, were engaged. 

In view of the great increase in the work of the Board of Trade, the 
President has decided to appoint a second secretary, to relieve the 
Permanent Secretary of part of the work which now falls upon him. 
The President has appointed Mr. George Stapylton Barnes, C.B., now 
Comptroller-General of the Labour Department, to be Second Secretary 
to the Board. The President has also decided to divide the Labour 
Department into two departments, one dealing with Labour Exchanges 
and unemployment insurance and the other dealing with labour etatis- 
tics. The President has appointed Mr. W. H. Beveridge, now Director 
of Labour Exchanges, to be an Assistant Secretary to the Board of 
Trade in charge of the Department of Labour Exchanges and Unem- 
ployment Insurance. Mr. Beveridge will retain his title of director. 
The President has appointed Mr. F. H. McLeod (now Director of 
Statistics in the Labour Department) to be Director of the Depart- 
ment of Labour Statistics. 








We are informed that Messrs. Daniel Smith, Son, & Oakley, of 
Charles-street, St. James’s-square, have purchased on behalf of a client 
the important residential estate of Red Rice, near Andover, Hants, 
extending to upwards of 5,500 acres, including the whole of the 
village of Abbotts Anne and the greater portion of the village of Upper 
Clatford. There is a very fine mansion standing in well timbered 
park. We understand that the price given was over £100,000. 








FIDELITY OF EMPLOYEES. 

The instinct of prudence that impels a business man to safeguard 
himeelf against loss by accident or fire will induce him also to take 
similar precautions against loss by the fraud or embezzlement of his 
clerks or servants, and it has now for a long time been customary for 
persons appointed to positions of trust to be required to provide security 
by bonds of suretyship. But under the old system of suretyship by 
individuals, many difficulties were experienced by an employee as well 
as by his employer. The former, even if able to find a friend or a 
relative willing to become answerable for his actions, felt it a dis- 
tasteful matter to ask the favour, while the employer had to satisfy him 
self from time to time that the surety was alive and able to meet his 
obligations under the bond if called upon; for obviously there can be 
no permanent security in the suretyship of the individual. 

During the past three-quarters of a century it has been possible for 
employers to obtain protection against the risk in question by the bond 
of an insurance company, and the granting of fidelity bonds by com- 
panies is one of the most veeful developments in modern timés of the 
principle of insurance. It ig interesting to note, therefore, that a new 
departure has recently been made by the Royal Exchange Assurance 
who now issue a new form of policy which, it is stated, prevides the 
most complete protection of any indemnity yet granted. The most 
important features of the new form of policy are : 

1. Fraud or dishonesty need not be discovered during the currency 
of the policy, as is the case in most companies’ forme. 

2. The employer is no longer liable to pay the costs of a futile 
prose ution. - 

This revised form of policy is being issued without any advance in 
the premiums. ; 








Way Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scottish TeMPERANCE Lire Assurance Co. (Lrmrtep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. *Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora ov Keorsreass tw ATTENDANCE o” 


Date EmrreoEncy Appzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
' A. No. I, Joron. Swinrew Eanv 
Monday May 19 Mr Farmer Mr Leach Mr Greswell Mr Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ...... 0 Synge Goldschmidt Church Bloxam 
Wedneaday ... 21 Church Borrer Leach Farmer 
Thursday...... 22 Greswell Synge Borrer Mhureh 
Friday ......... 23 Jolly Farmer Synge Greswell 
Saturday ...... 24 Bloxam Church Jolly Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr, Justice 
J Wanrairoror. Nevitus. ve. Sare@ayr. 
Monday May 19 Mr Church Mr Bloxam Mr Borrer Mr Synge 
Tuesday ...... 20 Farmer Jolly Leach Borrer 
Wednesday... 21 Goldschmidt Synge Greswell Jolly 
Thursday...... 22 bh Farmer Jolly Bloxan ' 
Friday ......... 23 r Church Bloxsan Goldschmidt 
Saturday ...... 24 Well Goldschmidt Synge Farmer 
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Circuits of the Judges. 


Norict.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the 
Circuit Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be 
txken on the first working day; in other eases the note appended to 
the name of the Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil 
Business will not be taken. In the case of Cirenit Towns to which 
two Judges g» there will be no alteration in the old practice. 

The following Judges will remain in Town: Tue Lord Cuter JUSTICE OF 
ENGLAND, Pickrorp, J., ScruTTON, J., and BANKEs, J.. during the 
—— of the Circuits ; the other Judges till their respective Commission 

ays. 
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Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

May 19.—Mesara, Weararaace & Gere, at the Mart, at 2: Froeho'd Ground Rents 
(see advertisement, page iii, May 10). 

May 19.—Mr. Wu. Hoventon, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Building Es‘ates, Houees, 
&c, (#00 adver tivement, page iii, May 10). 

May 20. — Mesars. Desenuam, Tewsow, Ricuagpsow & Co, at the Mart, at 2: Free- 
hold Busine+s Premises (see advertisement, back page, May 3). 

May 21.—Mersrs. Trottore, at the Mart, at 3: Residence (see advertisement, 
page tii, May 10). 

May 23.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrretp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Life 
Interest, Policies, Shares, &c, (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 27.—Mesers, Hamrron & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Residence, &c. (see adver- 
tisement, back page, this week). 

May 29.—Messrs, Danren Suita, Som & Oaxter: Freehold Rosidence (so> adver- 
tisement, back page, May 10). 

Jane 2.—Messrs. Wrearneratut & Gary, at the Mart, at 2: Bu lding Land (ece 
advertisement, page iii, May 10). 

Jane 10.—Messrs, Weatneraty & Gaerr,at Havant, at 3: Farms, Residences, &c, 
(see advertisement, page iii, May 10). 

June 26,—Messra. Wearareac. & Gages, at East Grinsteal, at 3: Freshold Land 
(see advertisement, page iii, May 10). 

July 3.—Messrs. Damizu Suits, Sow, & Oaxcey - Freehold Residential Estate, &c. 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrarrep mm Omancerer. 


London Gazette,—FRIDAY, May 9. 

ALBERT H. BRIRNSTEIN, LTD. (FORMERLY KNOWN AS A. Henry Lyon & Co, Lrp.)— 
Petn for win ting-up, presented May 7, directed to be heard May 27. Whitelock & 
Storr, 8, Bloomsbury sq, 81 rs for the petnr. Notice of appearing must reach th) 
above named not later than six u’clock in the afternoon of May 26. 

CANN & PAnrtNers, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, presented May 7, directed to be heard 
May 27. Frank bindley, 4, Mitre ct, Temple, solor for the petnr. Notice of app saring 
must reach the above named not jater than six o'clock in the afternoon of May 26. 

C LNE FOOTBALL AND ATHLETIC CLUB, LTD.—Petn for winding-up, presented April 2s’ 
directed to bs heard before the Court, Bankhouse st, Burnley, May 23. James Brace. 
well, Market st, Colne, solor for the peturs. Notice of appearing must reach the abov: 
named nt later than sx o’c!ock in the afternoon of May 22. 

GATETY (CARDIFF) ELECTRIC THEATRE AND RINK Co, LTp.—Petn for winding-up pre 
sented May 1, dirested to be heard at the Law Courts, Cathays Park, Cardiff, on 
June 4at10. Yorath & Jones, Duke st chmbrs, Cardiff, colors fur the petnr. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o’clock in the afte rsuon 
of June 3. 

GORMLY TIMMINS AND PortTwAy, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 29 
to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to A V Dodd, Urmston, Hoylake, liquidator. 

HENRY AND HELLING, LTp.—Petn for winding-up, presented May 2, directed to be 
heard May 27. Well & Sous, 17, Paternosterrow. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above n«umed not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of May 26. 

J. Gorpon & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 26, to send their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claim:, to Alfred Dickson 
Golding, 41, North John st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

MANCHESTER FILM SERVICE, LTD.--Creditors are require}, on or before May 27, to send 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Bennett 
Collier, 3, York st, Manchester, liquidator. 

MULTI-ViIEW ADVERTISING Co, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, p-esented May 6, directed t» 
be heard May 27. Henderson, 119, Fin:bury pymt, solor for the petors. Notice of 
appearing must reac the above named not later than six o’oclock in the afternoon of 
May 24. 

NATIONAL GYMNASIA AND ESTERTAINMENTS, LtTp.—Petn for winding-up, presented May 
1, directed to be heard May 27. Reid & Co, 52, Bedford row, solors for the pe-nr. 
Notice of appearing must reich the above named not later than six o'clock in the 
afternoon of May 26. 

PHENICIAN Ltp. (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or before May 25, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Duncan 
Frederick Basden, 33, St. Swithin’s In, ti juidator, 

ROBERT SNAYLAM & Co, Ltv.—Creditors are required, on or before May 26, to sen‘ 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, t» Alired 
Dickson Golding, 41, North John st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

S. F. Det Oro FINANCE S¥yNDICATE, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 23, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clains, to 
Hugh Limebeer, 65, London Wall, liquidatur. 

UNITED TRAVELLERS’ CLUs Co, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, pr. sented, May 3, directed 
to be heard May 27. Cooper & Everett, 27, Chancery In, solorsa for the petnr. Notice 
of appearing mu:t reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of 
May ~6. 

West Enp SAW MILLs Co, Ltp (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, 
on or bofore June 7, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of theic 
debts or claims, to Frederick William Smith, New Inn chmbrs, Ki:g st, Gloucester. 

WILLIAM BuRTON & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, 01 or bafore May 26, t> serd in 
their names and addresses with parti ulars of their debts or claims, to Allf.ed 
Dickson Golding, 41, North John et, Liverpool, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—TUESDAY, May 13. 

sorpaTAK GoLD MINING SYNDICATE, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 
24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Ernest James, 48, Gresham st, liquidator. 

BRITISH ISLES MINERAL SYNDICATE LtTp.—Petn for winding up, May 6. Lawrence & 
Co, All Saints’ House, Brist »1, solors to the petar. Notize of appearing must reach 
the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 22. 

EMPIRE MILE END, LTp.—Pe'n for winding-up presente1 May 5, directed to be heard 

May 27. Young & Cowper, 65,Stoke Newington rd. Notice of anpearing must reach 

the above named not later than six o'clock in the aft -rnoon of May 26. 

GEORGE TirLADY, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 20, to sevd their 

names and addresses, and the particuars of thelr debts or claims, to Ths. I 

Taylor, liquidator. 

PRINCETOWN CO-OPERATIVE Society, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 

5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

to James White, Broad Quay, Bristol, iiquiiator. 

RELIANCE THEATRE SuPPLy Co, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented May 7, directed to 

be heard at the Court House, Corporation st, Birmingham,|May 22, at 10.30. Thomas 

& Co, 29, Temple row, birmingham, solors for;petnrs. Netice of appearing must reac! 

the above named not later than s x o’clockiin the afternoon of May 21 

SCHIBAIEFF PETROLEUM Co, L1D.—Creditors are required, on or before June 3, to send 

their names and addre*ses, and particulars of their delts or claims, to William Art!ur 

Turner, 21, Bury st Bischoff & Co, Great Wincheeter st, solors for the liquidator. 

TALBOT CONTINUOUS STEEL PROCESS, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).— Creditors are 

required, On or be‘Ore June 3, to send in their names and addresses, and ths par- 

ticula's of their debts or clafms, to Thomas ITwynam, County Bank chmbrs, Middles- 
brough, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette—Fripay, May 9. 
RAIDER FISHING Co, LTD. 

Darsy & WEBBER, LTD. 

Limta Co, Lrp. 

Brit‘sH GUIANA GOLD MINEs, LTD. 

WICKWAR CHEMICAL Co, LTD. 





(see advertisement, back page, May 10), 


BL°cMER & Co, (OF BRIERLEY HILL), Lrp. 
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“NATIONALIST OF WALES, LTD.” 

REDMAN, BLEZzARD & K eIGHLey, LTp. 

West INDIAN DEVELOPMENT SYNDICATE, LTD. 

PERAK SYNDICATE, LTD. 

Lavere & Co (FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT), LT. 

STAN NITE Co, Lt9, 

8. F. DEL ORO FINANCE SYNDICATE, LTD. 

DOMINION SHARE AND DSnENTURE CORPORATION, Leo. 

R. 8. SYNDICATE, LTD. 

MANOHESTER FILM SERVICE, LrD. 

WILLIAM Berey, Lp. 

ROCaDALE Masonic HALL BuiLDINGs Co, Lrp, 

L. FORTESCUE, LTD. 

CHARLES WeBp, LTD. 

ENGLISH THEATRICAL SYNDICATE, Ltp. 
London Gazette.—TURSDAT, May 13. 

ABERFORD GAs Co, Lrp. 

WHITEHOUSE AND STEPHENSON, LTD, 

FLORENCIA NITRATE Co, Lrp, 

Harpy & Co, Ltp 

GeorGe TIPLADY, LTp. 

THompson & Co (MANCHESTER), LTD. 

Ever WHITE & Co, Lrp. 

MEALE & Co, Lrp. 

HOWELLS, LTp. 

WESSON'S BREWERY, LTD. 

BORPATAK GOLD MINING SYNDICATE, Lrp. 

ROBERTSON Crowe & Co Lp. 

VIENNESE SYNDICATE, LTD. 

PRINCETOWN CO-OPERATIVE Soctety, Ltp. 

Motor EQuipMENTs, LTD. 

TALB)T CONTINUOUS STEEL PRroosss, Lrp. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar or Cram. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 9. 
ALEXANDER, ELIZABETH, Preston, Brighton June 10 Evershed & Shapland, Brizht on 


GILMORE, MARY, Mansfield, Notts June 30 Smith, Mansfield 

GREGORY, Rev- BPMUND IRONSIDE, Exnouth Junel6& Hole & Pugsley, Tiverton 

HARRIES, WILLIAM, Colwyn Bav, Grocer June9 Morgin & Co, Colwyn Bay 

HARRIS, GEORGE, Hartlebury, Worcester, Farm Labourer June 30 Thorpe, Ross, Here- 
ford 

HAYWARD, JouN, Thornbury, Glos June 29 Gwynn & Co, Bristol 

HENSMAN, JON, St Helen's, Boot Dealer Jun214 Tyrer & Fletcher, St Melons 

HtLt, RoBert, Thornton Dale, Yorks, Farmer June 19 Kitching, Pickering 


| Hopars, JOHN EARLe. Suffolk Hous>, Liurenc) Pountnsy hill, Charterel Acc ountant 


June 30 Edell & C», King et 
FlorKINSON, CrosreR, Wakefield June 30 Stewart & Chalker, Wakefield 
JACKSON. SYDNEY WILLIAM, Union c5, Old Broad st, Chartered Accountant June 7 
Edridge & Newnham, Croyd nn 
JOHNSTOVE, ANDREW, Liverpow June 19 Hindley, Liverprol 
Tongs, MARY ANN, Epworth, Lineoln June5 Tavlos & Cap2s, Doncaster 


| Kent, James, Rat‘ford, nr Bath July 1 Stn? & Co, Bath 


LEETE, JoS&PH, South Norwood Park, Surrey, Merchant June 7 Edvridg 


KENWORTHY, SAMUEL, Saddleworth, Yorks, Woollan Manufacturer June 21 Bottomley 


& Son, Ashton under Lyne 
> & Newnham, 


Crovdon , 
Lewis, Henry, Castle st, Battersea June 10 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sy, West- 
mioster 


| LISTER. the Hon Sir REWNALD, KCMG,CVQO, Ebury st Mty 31 Corbould & Co 


Henrietta st, Cavendish sq . 
LonaroTtom, MARY EMILy. Halifax Jun? 14 Longhotham and Sons, Halifax 
Lowrt®. BATHIA, Newcastle upon Tyn? June 7 Cooper & Goodger, Newcastle upon 


r'yne 
MATTHEY, GEORGE, Cheyne House, Chelsea embankment June 20 Baileys & Co, Ber- 
ners st 
McCorRMACK, WILLIAM THOMAS, Holmewood rd, Brixton June 7 Fry & Young 
Fouthend on Ser < 
Mo‘GLAp¥, HuaGu, Stockton on Tees, Labourer June 11 Cohen, Stockton on Tees 
MITCHELL, JosEPH, Bexleyheath, Kent Jane 10 Baynes, Bexlevheat 


| OATES, ALICK MARY, Old Lenton, Notts Juve 14 Leman, Nottingham 


ALLEN, JOHN THISTLETHWAYTE ROLT, Partridge Green, Sussex June 7 Cushman, | 


Brighton 

ANSTRUTHER, LOUISA MARIA CHOWNE, Shamley Green, Guildford June2l1 Paines & Co, 
St Helen's pl 

ARBON, Henry, Bury St Edmun’s May 24 Ashton & Co, Bury St Edmunds 

ASHFORD, MANNING, Newmarket Saint Mary, Suffolk, Draper May 3) Bendall & Sons, 
Newmar ket 

BAILEY, FREDERICK, Hudderafield May 31 Jackzon, Huddersfield 

BAIN, JAMES RoBeErRT, Go forth June 30 Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 

BARNETT, JAMES, Tunbridge Wells, Gardener May 30 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

BENNETT, HARRY, Crutched friars June 21 Vallance & Vallance, Essex st 

BENTALL, THEODORE SYDNEY, Valeszure, St Raphael, Var, France June 14 Francis & 
Johnson, Great Winchester st 

BINT, JOHN, New Cross, Surrey June 7 Freeman, Eastcheip 

BooTH, CATHERINE ELIZABETH, Lancaster gate June9 Burn & Son, Bell yd, Doctors’ 
Commons . 

RUTTON, JAMES, Great Burstead, Ezsex May 24 Jefferies & Co, Southend on Sea 

BUTTON, JAMEs, Rochester row, Westminster May1 Haslip, Martin's In 

CLARK, FRANCES, Dewsbury May 31 Stapleton & Son, Dewsbury 

CLAY, WILLIAM, Leeds June6 Hews>n & Co, Leeds 

COLLET, HENRY, Hoddesdon, Herts July 15 Longmore & Co, Hertford 

COOKNELL, REBEOOA, Leicester. Furrier May 31 Bulman, Le‘cester 

Croy, His Highness CARL DUKE VON, Dulmen, Germany June 10 Yeilding & Co, 
Vincent sq, Westminster 

DALBY, JOHN, Gowthorpe, Yorks May 27 Summerson, Pocklington 

DANDO, ADA, Aberbargoed, Mon, Draper May 31 Reynolds & Miles, Rasinghall st 

DAVIE, HENRY RICHARD, Llandudno June 20 Maute & Tunnicliffe, Arundel st 

DEVER, HANNAH, Farnborough, Hants June 24 Smiles & Co, Bedford row 

DIGBY, GERALDINE DE COURCY WINGFIELD, Caetnole, Dorset June 6 Ffooks & 
Grimley, Sherborne, Dorset 

DIVERS, JAMES, Belleville rd. Wandsworth Common June 28 Copp, Red Lion sq 

DURLACHER, GEORGE AUGUSTUS, O:d Burlington st Junel Cutler & Allingiam, Duke 
st, St James's 

EMMET, SARAH ELIZA, Margiret st, Cavendish sq June 39 
bury sq 

FARRELL, JOHN CHARLES, Upper Porchester st June 21 Vallance & Vallance, Essex st 

FERN /HOUGH, JOHN FRANCIS, Kitcombe, nr Alton, Hants June 9 Burn & 3 m, Bell 
yd, Doctors’ Commons 

ForD, WILLIAM, Redhill June 30 Mole & Co, Reizate, Su-rey 

FULLWOOD, SAMUEL, Handsworth June 30 Ansell & Ashfo d, Birmingham 

a St Jame;, nr Salisbury, Wilts June 19 Bolam & Co, Sunder- 
an 


Emmet & Co, Blooms- 


PAGE, CHARLES WILLIAM, Lincoln, Incorvorated Accountant June 2 Padlev, Lineoln 

"ATON. ELIZABETH JANE, West K'rby, Chester June 1) Thompson & Mat ison, Birken- 
head 

PAYNE, WILLIAM, Mid Il ton in ‘leasdale, Yorks, Hutkeeper June 7 Helmer, Barnard 
Castle 

Pork, ERNEST EpwWArp, Lincoln, Theatrical Manager Juve 2+ Pone, Great James at 

POUNDALL, MARGARET ALtc?, Ashton under Lyne May 31 Grundy, Dakinfield 

PRING. JouN, Halstock, Dorset, Farmer June 13 Watts & Co, Yeovil 

RAMSAY, JAMES, St Stephen’sr!, Ealing June 21 Vallance & Vallance, Essex s5_ 

RATTRAY, NoRAn Eun, Alexandra villas, Finsbury Park June 21 Vallance & Val- 
lonce, E-sex st 

REED, WILLIAM, Southser June 30 Blake & Co, Portsmouth 

ROBBINS, JOHN, Tipton, Stiffs June6 Round, Tipton 

S7aw, MARY, Stockton on Tees June 39 Cohen, Stockton on Tees 

SMART, MARY ANN, Queen Elizabeth walk, Stoke Newington June 16 
Devonshire 84 

SMITH, JouN WILLIAM, Redcar, Yorks June 12 Sampson, Bradfor! 

Squire, Evia, Mortimor rl, Kensal Rise June 18 Allen & Son Carlisle st 

STRETCH, ALFRED, Tunbridge Wells May 39 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

SUMMERS, JAwFS WooLLEy, Worthenbury, Flint, Ironmaster, MP June 21 
& Co, Manchester 

TAYLOR, CHARLOTTE ELIZABETH, Belgrave rd, Pimlico 
monger In 

THOMPSON, ELLEN, Milner sq, Islington June 30 
jel Is 

THOMPSON, JOHN, The Stobbs, nr Otterburn, Northumberland, Farmer 
& Son, Newcastle upon Tyne 

WALLIS, HARRY, Warley, Essex June 12 Wallis, Philpot in 

WARDILL. THOMAS, Thornton Dale, Yorks, Stationer June 10 Kitchinz, Pickering 

WRITE, JAMES ALEXANDER, Southgate June 13 Godwin & Son, Wool Exchange 

WHITE, “ARAH, Birmingham Jane 30 Ansell & Ashford, Birmingham 

WILKINSON, ELLEN, Barnet, Herts June16 Forsyth & Co, Birmingham 

WILLETT, WALTER THEYRE, Lyndhurst May 31 Howl-tt & Clarke, Brig’\ton 

WILLIAMS. HERBERT, Ferryside. Carmarthen May 6 Harries, Carmarthen 

WoopHousr, HENRY MELVILL, Courtfie!d rd, Sou‘ h Kensington, Colonial Broker 
Trower & “o, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

WoRMALD, FANNY, Caarles st, Berkeley sq June 16 
Strand 


G & W Webb 


Addleshaw 
June 12 Martin & Co, Tron- 


Webster & Webster, Lincoln's inn 





June 20 Brown 


May 31 
Leighton & Savory, Clement's inn, 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 13. 
BONNER, ANNIE, Clarges st, Piccadilly June 30 Lethbridge & Co, Abingdon st, W est- 
min*ter 
CLAYTON, ELIZABETH, Barnard Castle*’Durham June 12 Telmer, Barnard Castile — 
COLLEY, THOMAS JAMES, Wem, Salop June 24 Thorn-Pudsey & Derry, Iron Bridge, 


Shropshire 
Crowaurst, HARRIET?, Tonbridge June 7 Martin, Gravesent 
DIXON, JoHN, Milnrow, nr Rochdale, Farmer June 14 Brierley & Hudson, Rochdale 
EKIN, JULIA. Guildford June 14 Capron & Sparkes, Guildf rd 
ELLIS, MARY ANN, Exmouth June 24 Petherick & Sons, Exeter ; 
FITZHENRY, JosEPH HENRY, Thurlce pl, Kensington July 1 Cutler Allinzham, 
Duke st, St James's . 
GILBERT, GEORGE, Duke st, Manchester sq, Furniture Dealer June 20 Graham, 
Han ver sq ; 
GRIERSON, JosePH, Nottingham, Commission Agent June 14 Spencer, Nottingham 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOORGATE 


SrTEnumT, LONDpDowm, 


ESTABLISHED IN 18890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation 
Suitable Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


epplication. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS, 
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LAW 


FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 


No. 114, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 





BON DS—The Directors desire to specially draw the attention of the Legal Profession to the fact that the Fidelity 





Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice. 


Fire. Personal Accident and Disease. Burglary. Fidelity Guarantee. Workmen's Compensation, including 





Domestic Servants. Property Owners’ Indemnity. Third Party. Plate Glass. 
DIRECTORS— 
CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNSON, Eeq.. J.P., Chairmon (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co., Lincoln's Inn). 
ROMER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P. Vice-Chairman (Williems & James), Norfolk House, Thames Embankment. 


GEORGE FRANCIS BERNEY, Esq. (Corsellis & Berney), Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
H. LD. BEWES, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse, Plymouth. 
L, ©, CHOLMELEY, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley & Co,), Lincoln's Inn Fields 


EDMUND FRANCIS PLAKE CHURCH, Esq. (Church, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row. 


F. E. E. FARERROTHER, Esq. (Fladgate & Co.), Craig's Court, Charing Cross. 

HENRY LEFEVRE FARRER, Esq. (Farrer & Co.), Lincoln's Ipn Fielde. 

E. 8 FREELAND, Esq. (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne’s Gate 
Westminster. 

C, W. GRAHAM, Esrq. (Lawrence, Graham & Co,), Lincoln's Inn. 

W. A. T. HALLOWKs, Esq. (Hallowes & Carter), Bedford Row. 

EDWIN HART, Eaq. (Budd, Brodie, & Hart), Bedford Row, 

E. CARLETON HOLMES, Esq.(formerlyuf E, Carleton Holmes, Fell& Wade), Bedford Row 

FRANCIS KEGINALD JAMES, Esq. (Gwynne James & Son), Hereford. 

HAKKY W. LEK, Esq. (Lee, Bolton & Lee), The Sanctuary, Westminster. 

DILLON R, L. Lows, Esq. (Lowe & Co,), Temple Gardens. 


FREDERICK STUART MORGAN. Esq. (Saxton & Morgan), Bomerset Street. 
WILLIAM NOCTON, Eseq., D.L., J.P. (Nocton & Sons), Great Mariborough Street. 
RONALD PEAKE, Feq. (Peake, Bird, Collins & oc Bedford Row. 

JOBN DOUGLAS PEEL, Fsq. (Morrell, Fon & Peel), Oxford. 

THOMAS RAWLE, Esq. (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.), Bedford Row. 

J. E. W. RIDER, Esq. (Rider, Heaton & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. ; 

GEORGE L. ETEWART, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

The Right Hon. LORD STRATHEDEN AND CAMPBELL, Bruton Street, 

J. PERCEVAL TATHAM, Esq. (Tatham & Procter), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

R, W. TWEEDIE, Feq. (A. F. & BR. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Esq. (Walters & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 

fir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.O. (A. & H. White), Great Marlborough Street, 
E. H,. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whitehead & Davidsons), Spring Gardens. 

E. TREVOR LL. WILLIAMS, Esq., J.P., Clock House, Byfleet, Surrey. 





SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUR E. C. WHITE. 


This Society, consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profession, INVITES 


APPLICATIONS FOR AGENCIES FROM SOLICITORS, 10 WHOM IT 1S 
business on the most favourable terms. It enjoys the highest reputation 


ABLE 10 OFFER SPECIAL FACILITIES for the transaction of Insurance 
for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. Prospectuses and Proposal 


Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Uffice, The business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom, and the security 





offered to the Policy Holders is unsurpassed by any of the leading Insurance Companies. 











HALL, BENJAMIN, East Bierley, Birstall, Yor's June? ‘ttewavas, Bradford MILLS, ARABELLA, Liscard, Chester June 30 Joyns mn, Liverpool 
HELLIAR, FREDERICK JouN, Donyatt, ur Iiminster, Somerset, Farmer June6 Baker & | MOLYNEUX, ADAM, Southampton June 14 Hallett & Martin, Southampton 
Duke, Ilminster MURRAY, CATHERINE HENRY, Liverpool June2) Husband & fon, Liverpool 








HENDERS »N, JEAN, Elms rd, Clapham Common June l4 &cott & Co, Qu-en st PIERCE, FLIZABETH MARTHA, Southampton July1 Waller & Thornback, Southampton 
HERON, KATHRINE ELIZAnETH, denston, Yorks June 2l Richardson & Co, Brad’ord PULLIN, JAMES, Tormartoo, Glos June 7 Sinnott & Son, Bristol 
HILL, MATrHr’, Rotherham, Lcensed Victualler June 21 Gichard & Gummer, PyKE, EDWARD, Southport June 7 Turner & Sons, Preston 
Rotherham RoGERS, ANN, Clifton, Briscol June 23 Benson & Co, Bristol 
Hopeson, ELEANOR, Heighington, Durham June! Yeoman & Waldy, Darlington 20ST, EMILIE, Albert st, Regent's Park June 30 Turner & Evans, Walbrook 
 ~ Seenane ENGLAND, Harcourt bldgs, Temple June 21 Lew s & Lewis, Ely p',| SHARP, ARTHUR EDMUND, Hatfield, Heits, Master Draper July 3 Longmore & Co, 
born Hereford 
Lewis, JONAS, Ferntower rd, Canonbury June 30 Brighten & Lemon, Crutched friars | SHEPLEY, ELIZABETH ANN, Erdington, Warwick June 10 Pearson, Birmingham 
LINFIELD, RALPH PARKINSON, Bury June 20 Woodcock & Sons, Bury SLOMAN, ELIZABETH, Exmouth June 24 Petherwick & Sons, Exeter 


LOVEKIN, ALFRED, Solihull, Warwick June 24 Newry & Son, Birmingham STRATTON, MARGARET, Bennerley rd, Wandsworth Common June 18 Phillips, Kyr! 
LOWN Des, ANNIE. Peter-field, Hants June 7 Shield & Mackarness, P tersfield | rd, Clapham Common 
M sous ANNE, Priory rd, West Hampstead June 30 Brighten & Lemon, Crutched | TaYLor, FREDERICK Hovucain, West Hill, Wandsworth, Stati ner June6 Moon & Co 
riars Bloomsbury s« 
MARSH, MARY LovisA, High st, Highgate June 13 Child & Child, Sloane st WALTER, KATHERINE JANE, Cambridge ter, Hyde Park June 24 Wigan & Co, Norfolk 
MARSHALL, ALFRED HALL, Santor, Brazil, Clerk July 8 Long & Gardiner, Liccolo’s House, Victoria embankment 
Inn fields WARREN, PATTY ANN, Bognor June 18 Long & Gardiner, Lincoln’s inn fields 
MARS#ALL, THOMAS WHARRAM, Scarborough June 30 Cook & Co, “carborough WEATHERILL, MARGARET ANN, Leeds Juns 9 Granger & Neild, Leeds 
McCaRTHY, JusTIN, Folkestone May 31 Sturges @ ‘ 0, Caxten House, Westminster WILcox, EWBANK, Liverpool. Mariner May 23 Ellis & Johnson, Liverpool 
MOCLEAN, JOHN ROBINSON, Cambridge June 30 Hargrove & Co, Victoria st WILLIAMS, OWEN THOMAS, Live pool, Physic'an May 31 Thomas & Co, Liverpool 








EDWARDS, WILLIAM, Bridgend, Grocer Cardiff Pet May5 , MALLINSON, CHRISTOPHER, Haslingden, Farmer Black 
burn Pet May 5 Ord May 5 


1 Ord May 6 
Bankru ptcy Notices. | FEARNLEY, THOMAS WILLIAM, Otley, Yorks, Licensed | MARTIN, CHARLES EDWARD, Leeds Leeds Pet May 5 


. . Vietualler Leeds Pet May6 Ord May 6 Ord May 5 f 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 9 FINN. ISAAC, Commercial rd, Tailor High Court Pet | MEATON, PERCEVAL, Wakefield, Clothier’s Atsistant 
RECEIVING ORDERS May6 Ord May 6 Wakefield Pet May6 Ord May 6 ! . 
ve “ — GARLAND, THOMAS JOHN, Newport, Refreshment House | NuTTER, JOHN, jun, Brierfield, Lancaster, Grocer’s 
Atxscovuan, JoHN WILLIAM, Leeds, Bookseller Leeds Keeper Newport.Mon Pet May5 ‘rd May 5 | Assistant Burnley Pet May 7 Ord M 7 


ay i r 
Pet May3 Ord May 3 Gipson, JOSEPH HEWITSON, ‘” igton. Cumberland, Solicitor PICKFORD, THOMAS, Hayfield, Derbyshire, Dry Walle 
ANDERSON, WILLIAM BURLACE, Cannock, Staffs, Builder Cerlisle Pet April 25 Ord May 7 Farmer Stockport Pet May 5 Ord May & - 
Walssl Pet May2 Ord May 5 HARDY, RoBERT, Leeds, Draper Leeds Pet May7 Ord PrreR, THOMAS, Walsall, Grocer Walsail Pet May 7 
BALDWIN, JAMES, Portsmouth, Potato Merchant  Ports- May7 | Ord May 7 ; 
mouth Pet April® Ord May 5 HARRISS, WALTER, Caister on Sea, Norfolk, Wheelwright | PLoMB, ALFRED MEGGITT, Leawington, Commercial 
BARTLETT, Erte O, Victoria st, Westminster High Court Great Varmouth Pet May 6 Ord May 6 Traveller Warwick Pet May 6 Ord May 6 
Pet Mar28 (rd May 6 HAYDEN, RICHARD DAVIS, Stratford on Avon, Warwick- | RAMSBOTTOM, HENRY, Accrington, Contractor Blackburn 


BLACKWALL, JOHN GEORGE, Derby, H.irdresser Derby shire Warwick Pet April 14 Ord May 5 Pet April 17 Ord May 5 ; 

Pet May7 Ord May 7 HEATHER, EJ, Boxrnemou h, Haulage Contractor's Mana- | ROWLAND, GEORGE, Weston super Mare, Butcher Bridg- 
BOLDON, JOHN THOMAS, Bosten, Liner, Accountant Great ger Poole Pet April 25 Ord Mav 5 } water Pet May 2 Ord May 7 “ 

Grimsby Pet April25 Ord May 6 Hicks, R H, Richmond, Surrey Wandsworth Pet Nov 12 | SAYERS, FRED«RICK GEORGE, Lordship In, East Dalwich, 
BRADSHAW, MARTHA, Stoke upon Trent Stoke upon Trent Ord May 6 Newsavent High Court Pet May 5 Ord May 5 

Pet April 8 (rd May 6 Hipkiss, Joseph Eryest, and Evan Jown Jones, | Simpson, Harry. Harringay, Turf Commission Agent 
BROGDEN, ALFRED N, Westcliff on Sea, Essex, Horse Lianelly, Building Contractors Carmarthen Pet May E‘monton Pet Mar 18 Ord May 5 ; 

Trainer Chelmsford Pet Mar 28 Ord May 5 | 7 Urd May7 | SINDERSON, JAMES FRANCIS STANDERLINE, Hibaldstow, 
CLARKE, A Lacy, Hove, Sussex Brighton Pet Mar 15 | Hopes. WILLIAM EDWARD, Swinton, Lancs, Brewer | Lincs,Grocer Great Grimsby Pet May 5 Ord May 5 

Ord May 6 Salford Pet May7 Ord May 7 STANDEN, HERBERT EDWARD, Peterborough, (eneral 
CuntTis, RICHARD, Bideford, Baker Barnstaple Pet May6 | Jarvis, EDWARD, Thrapston, Northampton, Painter Dealer Peterborough Pet May 5 Ord May 5 


Peterborough Pet May7 Ord May 7 TERRY, FRANCIS Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Newsageat 
DesboROUGH, RoneRT, Riddings, Derby, Miner Derby | LASEK, L, Melrose av, Cricklewood, Dealer in D’amonds Kingston up n Hull Pet May 7 Ord May 7 

Pet May 5 Ord May 5 High Court Pet Apr.l14 Ord May 7 Tow mR, Percy, *t Annes on the Sea, Lancs, Saddler 
DICKINSON, SYDNEY JOHN, Oxford, Auctioneer Oxford | LAWRENCE, (-EORGE, St Avnes on the Sea, Lancs | Preston Pet April 4 Ord May 6 

Pet Avril 19 Ord May | Preston Pet May6 Ord May 6 


Ord May 6 


lu ; N i y nufact«rS 
DINES, W ALTER HARRY, King’s Lynn, Norfolk Commis:ion | LEWIS, ANEURIN, Poutardawe, Glam, Labourer Neath | aay i. Geta sk Manufac 
Agéat King’s Lyon Pet May 5 (rd May 5 Pet May5 Ord May 5 | es lg, lg Nec cages NaI. 
EATON, ALFRED JOHN, Mountain Ash, Glam, Butcher | MACKLEY, JacoB, Norwich, Bird Dealer Norwich Pet | WHITEHOUSE, WILLIAM EDWARD, Wolverhampton, Baker 
Aberdare Pet May 5 Ord May 5 May 5 Ord-May 5 \ Wolverhampton Pet May 6 Ord May 6 
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BLACKWALL, JOHY GroRGE, Derby, Hairdresser 
Pet May7 Ord May7 

BoLDoN, JOHN THOMAS. Boston, Lincs, Accountant Great 
Grimsby Pet April25 Ord May 7 

CoMBE, GEOFFREY, Aldershot, Hants Guildford Pet 
April8 Ord May 6 

CONNELL, JAMES, Sanderstead, Surrey, Secretary of a 
Friendly Society High Court Pet Mar10 Ord May 6 

CURTIS, RiCHARD, Bideford, Devon, Baker Barnstaple 
Pet May 6 Ord May 6 

DENTON, ALBERT SHARMAN, Brigstock, nr Thrapston, 


WILLIAMS, ERNEST HARRISON, Tipton, Staffs, Grocer Derby 
Dadley Pet May6 Ord May6 
WILLIAMS, SAMUEL ENOCH, Pontyclun, Glam, Instirance 
Agent Pontypridd Pet May6 Ord May 6 
WILMOT, FRED, Stapleford, Notts,General Dealer Derby | 
Pet May 6 Ord May 6 
FIRST MEETINGS. | 
ANDERSON, WILLIAM BURLACE, Cannock, Staffs, Builder 
May 22 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolverhamp- 
ton 


AINscOUGH, JOHN WILLIAM, Leeds, Bookssller May 23 Northampton, Farm Manager Peterborough Pet 
atll Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds April 15 Ord May 6 
BARRELL, NATHAN, Nayland, Suftolk, Coal Merchant DESBOROUGH, ROBERT, Ridlings, Derby, Miner D rby 


P.t May5 Ord May 5 

Dinges, WALTER HaRRy, King's Lyon, Norfolk Com- 
mi-son Agent King’s Lynn Pet Miy 5 Ord May 5 

EATON, ALFRED JOHN, Mountain Ash, Glam, Butcher 
Aberdare Pet May5 Ord May 5 

EDWARDS, WILLIAM, Bridgend, Grocer Cardiff Pet May 
5 Ord May 5 


May 20 at 2.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
BARTLETT, Eric O, Victoris st, Westminster May 20 at 1 
Buwkraptcy bidgs, Carey st 
BULLOCK, HENRY, Worcester, Cycle Dealer May 19 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
CHANCE, THOMAS GODWIN, Newnham, Gls, 
May 17 at 3 Bell Hotel, Gloucester 


Solicitor 


Crew, ALBERT, Westleigh, nr Burlescombe, Devon, Baker ELMS, ARTHUR, Holbeach, Saddler King’s Lyon Pet 
May 19 at 3.15 3, Hammet st, Taunton Mar 27 Ord May 7 

DESBU«OUGH, ROBERT, Derby, Miner May 20 at1l Off | FEARNLEY, THOMAS WILLIAM, Otley, Yorks, Licensed 
Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingh un Victnallér Leeds Pet May 6 Ord May 6 

EATON, ALFRED JOHN, Mountain Ash, Glam, Butcher | FINN, Isaac, Commercial rd, Tailor High Court Pet 
May 20at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, St May 6 Ord May 6 
Catherine st, Pontypridd FLETCHER, JoSEPH, Arundel st, Strand High Cvurt 

EMMERSON, JOHN BELL and JOHN WILLIAM RICHARDSON, Pet Dec 14 Ord May 6 
South Bank, Yorks, Mineral Water Manufacturers | GARLAND, THOMAS JOHN, Newport, Mon, Refreshment 
May 23at3 Off Rec, Court chmbrsa, Alberc rd, Mid- House Keeper Newport, Mon Pet May5 Ord May5 
diesbrough HARDY, RoBeErRt, Ieeds, Draper Leeds Pet May 7 urd 

Finn, Isaac, Commercial rd, Tailor May 20 at 12 ay 7 


y7 
HARRIsS, WALTER, Caister on Sea, Norfolk, Wheelwright 
Great Yarmouth Wet May 6 Ord May 6 
HIPKI-S, JOSEPH ERNEST, and EVAN JoHN Jone@s, Lianelly, 
Building Contractors Carmarthea Pet May 7 Ord 


Bankruptcy bidgs, a st 
GARSIDE, JOHN GUDGER, Linthwaite, nr Hud Jersfield, | 
Carrier May 19 at 2.45 Law Society’s Room, | 
Imperial arcade, New st, Huddersfield 









GRAHAM, ARTHUR, Clifton, nr Penrith, Cattle Dealer May | May 7 
17 at1l 34, Fisher st, Carlisle Hop@k, WILLIAM EDWARD, Swinton, Lancs, Brewer 
HIRST, SELWYN, Stockport, Architect May 19 at 2.15 Salford Pet May 7 Ord May 7 
Law Society's Room, Imperial arcade, New st, | JARVIS, EDWAkD, Torapston, Northampton, Painter 
Huddersfield | Pcterborough Pet May 7 Ord May 7 


JAMESON, GEORGE, St Helens, Lancs, Cabinet Maker May | KIRBY, WILLIAM, Campde: House rd, Kensington High 
20 at 11 Off Rec, Union Ma:zine bidgs, 11, Dale st, | Court Pet April 9 Ord May 5 
Liverpool | LAWRENCE, GEORGE, St Annes on the Sea, Lincs Preston 
LASEK, L, Melrose av, Crickl-wood, Dealer in Diamoads Pet May 6 Ord May 6 
May 20 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st LEWIS, ANEURIN, Pontirdawe, Glam, Labourer Neath 
LEWIS, ANEURIN, Pontardawe, Glam, Labourer May 17 ani Abaravon Pet Miy 5 (ri May 6 
at 11 Government bidgs, St Mary's st, Swansea | MACKLE&Y, JacoB, Norwich, Bird Dealer Pet 
MARTIN, CHARLES EDWARD, Leeds May 23 at 11.30 Of May5 Ord May 5 
Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds MALLINSON, CHRISTOPHER, Haslingden, Farmer Blackburn 
PLUM8, ALFRED MEGGI.T, Leicester Commercial Travel- | Pet May 5 Ord May 5 
ler May 1? at 12 O.f Ree, 8, High st, Coventry MARTIN, CHARLES EDWARD Leels Pet May 5 Ord May5 
Ross, JOHN, High rd, Wood Green, Off Licence Holder | MEATON, PeRoORVAL, Wakefield, Clothier’s Aszistant 
May 19 at 3 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row Wakefield Pet May6 Ord Mavé 
SAYERS, FREDERICK GEORGE, Lordship In, East Dulwich, | MERRICK, OscAR HULL, Brigaton, Stockbroker Brighton 
Newsagent May 2lat 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey | Pet Mar 2} Ord May 7 
NoTrer, JOAN, jun, Brierfleld, Grocer’s Assistant Burnley 
Pet May 7 Ord May 7 
PAGE, AMY SAGON, Li pus st, St Gaorge's sq, School- 
mistress High Court Pet April 10 Ord Miy6 
PicKkFORD, THOMAS, Hayfi-ld, Derby, Dry Waller Stock- 
port Pet May 5 Ord May 5 


Norwich 


st 

SAYERS, SAMUEL, Hove, Sussex May 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

SAYERS, WILLIAM WARWICK, Hove May 17 
Rec, 124, Mariborouzh pl, Brighton 

TAYLOR, HORACK CLOUGH, Leicester Lani Agent 


at 1l Off 
May 


19at3 Uff Rec, 1, Berridge s:, Leicester Preer, THOMAS, Walsa'l, Grocer Walsall Pet May 7 
UNDERWOOD, JoHN, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Ord May 7 

May 19 at 11 Off Kee, 1, Berridge st, Leicester | PLumB, ALFRED Mkaaitt, Leamington, Commercial 
WALL, JoHN, Worcester, Seedsman May 19 at 1t Of | Traveller Warwick Pet May 6 Ord May 6 


SAYERS, FREDERICK GrROoRGE, Lordship In, East Dulwich, 
News gent High Cour. Pet May 5 wrd May7 
Say=Rs. WILLIAM WARWICK, Hove, Sussex, Gentleman 
Biighton Pet Avril 12 Ord May 7 
SINDERSON, JAMES FRANUIS STANDERLINE, Hibaldstow, 
Lines, Grocer Great Grimsby Pet May 5 Ord May5 
STANDéN, HerRBERC EDWARD, Peterborourh, General 
Dealer Pcterborough Pct May 5 Ord May 5 
TERRY, *RANCIS HENRY, King-ton upon Hull, Newsagent 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 7 Ori May 7 
TWITCHE*, CHARLES AKTHUR, Promenade, Golders Green, 
Groc r Barnet Pet April 3 Ord May 5 
UNDERWOOD, JoHN, Leicester, Boot Manutacturer 


Kec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

WEBBER, ALBERT EDWARD, Torquay, Veterinary Surgeon 
May 21 at12 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Ex -ter 

WHITEHOUSE, WILLIAM EvWARD, Wo verhampton, Baker 
May 23 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wulverham)- 
ton 

WILLIAM4, SAMUEL ENOCH, Pontyclun, Glam, Insurance 
Agent May 20 at 11.45 Off Rec, st Catherine’s 
cimbrs, 8t Catherine st, Pontypridd 

WiLuraMs, THOMAs, Eilesmere Port, Chester, Stonemason 
May 20 av 12 Off Ree, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale st, 
Liverpool 

WILMOT, FRED, Stapleford, Notts, General Dealer May 20 


at 12 Uff Rec, 4, Castle pl, ’a'k s., Nottingham Leicester Pet May 5 Ori May 5 
KINS, E JONES, B: Sti or istol Pe 
ADJUDICATIONS i oer B:Istol, Stationer Bristol Pet 
AINSCOUGH, JOHN WILLIAM, Leeds, Bookseller Leeds WaHireHouse, WILLI\M EDWARD, Wolverhim)>ton, Baker 
Pet May 3 Ord May 3 Wolverhampton Pet M.y6 Ord May 6 
ANDERSON, WILLIAM BURLACE, Cannock, Staffs, Builder W1ILLiaMS, ERNEST HARRISON, Princes End, Staffs, 
Wal-all Pet May2 Ord May 7 Grocer Dudley Pet May6 Ord May 6 


BAMBERGER, HARRY THEODORE, Gloucester pl 


Court Pet Marl7 Ord May 6 
(Central Finance). 


The ADDITIONAL CURATES SOCIETY provides assistant Clergy for 
the slums and the poorer suburbs of large cities, and for the mining and 
other industrial towns; in doing so it acts asa CENTRAL AGENCY 
for conveying help to those parts of the country where pressure is greatest. 
The Society's work is of very real importance at the present moment. It 
enables Churchpeople in any given part to send help to those needy places 
which are beyond the border of the Diocese in which they live, and therefore 
cannot be helped by their contribution to its Diocesan Finance. In this way, 
the A.C.S. has given great help in the past to the growing populations in Barrow, 
Grimsby and Middlesbrough, to the colliery regions of South Wales, and to the 
populous poor districts of South London and “ Tondon over the Border.” 


A.0.8, Office: 14, GREAT SMITH STREET, LONDON, 8.W. 


High | WILLIAMS SAMUEL KNocH, Pontyclun, Glam, Insurance 


Agent Pontypridd Pet May6 Ocd May 6 

















Lond m Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ARNOLD, Jonny, Aberamin, Aberd ire, Fried Fish Merchant 
Aberdare Pet April 28 Ord May 8 . 
BEATTY, WILLIAM, Eariestown, Lancs, Joiner Warrington 
Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

BURGEsS, GORDON, Ramsbottom, nr Bury, Butcher Bolton 
Pet May8 Ord May 8 

BUTLER, BERTRAM WILLIAM, Portsmouth, Fishmonger 
Portsmouth Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

CLARK, JAMES AM ROSE FREEMAN, Caversham, Reading, 
Miller Reading Pet April 23 Ord Mays 

CONKLIN, Bruce. Liverpool, Engineer Liverpool Pet 
April 21 Ord May 9 

Dows#, HAROLD EsMONDE, Rayleigh rd, Hammersmith, 
Estate Manager High Court Pet May9 Ord May 9 

DURDEY, JOHN WILLIAM, Epworth, Lincola, Blicksmith 
Sheffield Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

DURHAM, FREDERICK JOHN, Upper Tulse hill, Theatrical 
Agent High Court Pet April 8 Ord May 9 

GARDNER, WIL .[AM CHARLES, Grosvenor rd, Pimlico, Gold 
Lacemaa High Court cet May 8 Ord May 8 

GUNN, EDWARD WILLIAM, Chippenh.m, Naturalist 
Pet Miy 9 Ord Muy 9 

HAWKES-CvOPER, HAROLD, Hassocks, Sussex, 
culturalist Brighton Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

HOSKING, WILLIAM ROBERT, Margate, Broadstaira, Iron- 
monger Canterbury Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

JONES, JOHN, Guilsfield, Montgomery, Farmer Newtown 
Pet May 6 Ord May 9 

JONES, SAMUEL, THOMAS, Shrewsbury, Draper Shrews- 
bury Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

MORELAND, HENRY, Weybridge, Surrey Kingston, Surrey 
Pet Mar il Ord May 8 

Niosouas, W. J., and Son, 


Bath 


Horti- 


Unicorn Wharf, Dace rl, 


Timber Merchants High Court Pet Mar zu Ord 
May 20 

NOBLE, CATHERINE, Reading Reading Pet April 9 Ord 
May 8 


PANK, GE RG#, and LLoyp ARTHUR DUNN, Peterborough, 
Tobacconists Peterborough Pet Aprii 26 Ord 
May 8 

REEVE, GEORGBR WILLIAM, Norwich, Baker King’s Lynn 
Pct May 8 Ord Mays 

ROUCH, CHARLES WILLIAM, Scarborough, ‘Tool Merchant 
Scarborough Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

WATSON, JAMuS Hur, Comeragh rd, West Kensington 
Share Broker Hig. Court Pet Jan29 Ord May 8 

WAY, BERrigz, Bournemouth, Butcher Poole Pet April 
30 Ord May 9 dud 

Webs, MATTHEW RIGHTON, Abchurch House, Sherborne 
lu, Solicitor Higa Court Pet Aprili2 Ord May 8 

WELSH. WILLIAM ALEX \NDER, Suuderland, Seedsman 
sunderiand Pet April 25 Ord May 9 

WILSHERE, NORMAN MyYvpLEroN, King’s rd, Cheisea 
Commission Agent High Court Pet Feb 26 Ord 
May 8 

FIRST MEETINGS. 


ARNOLD, JomN, Aberaman, Aberdare, Fried Fish Mer- 
chant May z3 at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine's 
chmbrs, St Catherine st, Pontypridd 

3ALDWIN, JAMES, Portsmouth, Potato Merchant May 23 
at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

BRADSHAW, MARTHA, Stoks on Trent May 21 at 11.30 
O14 Rec, King st, Newcistle, Stattord 

BurGEss, GORDON, Ramsbottom, nr Bury, Butcher 
at ll Off Rec, 19, Exchanye st, Bolton 

BUTLER, BeRTRAM WILLIAM, Fortsmouta, Fishmonger 
May 23 at lz Off Rec, Cambridge june, High st, 
Portsmou h 

CLARKE, A LACY, Hove May 21 at 3 Off Ree, 124, Mar!- 
boruvugh pl, Brighton 

COOMBE, GEOFFREY, Aluershot May2lat 11 
Weagminster Bridge rd 

DoWDING, FREDERICK JAMES, St Neots, Cornwall 
at1l.3) 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

F&ARNLEY, THOMAS WILLIAM, Otley, Yorks, Lice..sed Vic- 
tualler May 2satiz Of Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

GARLAND, THOMAS JOHN, Newport, Refreshment House 
Keeper May 21 at 11 Off Rey, 144, Commercial st, 
Newport, Mon 

GEE, THOMAS, Denton, Jans, Colliery Agent 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

G1B30N, JOSEPH HEWITSON, Ca: lisle, Soliciter 
34, Fisher st, Varlisls 

Hany, Ropert, Leeds, Draper May 23 at 12.30 
24, Bond st, Leeds f 

HAWKES-CoopER, HakoLn, Hassocks, Sussex, Horticulturist 
May 21 at 2.3) Rec, 124, Marlborough p', 
Brighton 

HEATHER, & J, Bournemouth, Haulage Contractor's Man- 
ager May 21 at 2.30 Arcade chmbrs (first floo. ), 
Bournemouth 

HIPKIss, JosePH ERNEST, and EVAN JOHN Jon&gs, Llanelly 
tuildiug Contractors May zl at12 Off Rec, 4, Queen 
st, Carmarthen 

Hopa@k, WILLIAM EDWARD, Swinton, Lancs, Brewer 
zl at 3.30 Of Rec, Byrom t, Manchester 

HOSKING, WILLIAM ROBERT, Winguam, Kent, Ironmonger 
May 21 at11.3) Off Kec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 

JoNES, ALFRED KNOCH, Haudswor.hb, Birmingham May 


May 23 


132, York rl 
May 21 


May 21 at 3 
May 23at3 


Olf Ree, 


May 


22at 12 Ruskin cumbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birming- 
ham 
JoNES, SAMUEL THOMAS, Shrewsbury, Salop, Draper 


Off Kec, 22, swan hill, Shrewsbury 


May 24 at 11.30 
May 21 


LAWRENCE, GroRGE, St. Annes on the Sea, Lancs 
at 1v.45 Ou Kec, 13, Winckley st, Prestou 
LENNOX, CECILIA GEORGIANA SUSAN, Chichester As 
previously gazetted 

MACKLEY, JacoB, Norwich, Bird Dealer May 21 at 3 
Olf Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

MALLINSON, « HRISTOPHER, Haslingden, Lancaster, Farmer 
May 21 at 10.30 Ort Kec, 13, Wiackiey 96, Prestoa 

MEATON, Perceval, Wakefield, Cl_thier's Assistant May 
22atl1l Uf Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

PICKFORD, THOMAS, Hayfield, Derby, Dry Waller Farmer 
May 23 at 3.30 Off Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 
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Prrer, THOMAS, Walsall,Grocer May 23 at 12.30 Off Rec; 
30, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton 

RAMSBOTTOM, HENRY, Accrington, Contractor May 22 at 

5.15 Railway Hotel, Accrington 

RENISON, MATIHEW ANDREW, Heaton Moor, 
Director of a Limited Company May 23 at 3 
Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stockport . 

SINDERSON, JAMES FRANCIS STANDERLINE, Hibaldstow, 
Lings, Grocer May 21 at il Olt Rec, St Mary's 
chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

SMITH, ROBERT GRAHAM, Luton, Beds, Farmer May 22 
at 10.30 Chamber of Commerce, 29, Kivg st, Luton 

TEMPLE-BARROW, COURTENAY WILLIAM, Penrwyuden- 
draeth, Merioneth (As previously gazetted) 

TERRY, FRANCIS LigNRY, Kingston upon Hull, Newsagent 
May 23 at 11.80 Off Rec, York City Bank chnubrs, 
Lowgate, Hull 

WATKINS, EoGAR JoNnéeS, Bristol, Stationer 
11.20 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

WILLIAMS, ERNEST t/ARRISON, Tipton, Grocer 
atiz Of Ree, 1, Priory st, Dudley 


Lancs, 
On 


May 21 at 


May 22 


ADJU DICATIONS. 


BEATTY, WILLIAM, Earlestown, Lanc?,Jo.ner Warrington 
Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

BowEN, JOHN THOMAS, Merton rd, Wimbledon, Hosier 
Kingston, Surrey Pet April 10 Ord May 8 

Eukekss, GorDOS’, Ramsbottom, nr Bury, Butcher 
Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

BUTLER, BERTRAM WILLIAM, Portsmouth, 
Portsmouth Pet Mays Ord May 8 

DOWDING, FREDERICK JAMES, St Neots, Cornwall Croy- 
don Pet Feb 18 Ori May 9 

Lowsk, HAROLD EsSMONDE, Kayleigh rd, Hammersmith, 
Estate Manager High Cou:t Pet May9 Ord May 9 

DURDEY, JOHN WILLIAM, Epworth, Lineulo, Blacksmith 
Sheffield Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

ELLIOTT, FRANK, South Meltonst High Court 
$Ord Mays 

FAGIN, SOLOMON, Liverpool, Furniture Dealer 
Pet April4 Ord May 8 

GUNN, EDWARD WILLIAM, Chippenham, Naturalist 
Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

HARTWELL, Sir BRopRIcK CECIL 
Baronet, Walpole st High Court 
May 9 

ILAWKES-COOPER, 


Bolton 


Fi: hmonger 


Pet Feb 
Liverpool 
Bath 


DENUAM 
Pet 


ARKWRIGHT, 
Jan *s Ord 


HAROLD, Hassocks, Sussex, 
culturist Brighton Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

IIKATHER, E J, Bournemouth, Haulage Contractor's 
Manager Poole Pet April z5 Urd May 9 

HOskiING, WILLIAM RoBERtT, Wingham, Kent Ironmonger 
Canterbury Pet May8 Ord May 8 

JONES, SAMUEL THOMAS, Shrewsbury 
bury Pet May8 Ord May 9 

LOXLEY FintH, Epwakp, Hope, 
Mari4 Ocd May 9 

Reeve, GEORGE WILLIAM, Holme Ha'e, 
Kings Lynn Pet May 8 Crd Mays 

RovucnH, CHARLES WILLIAM, Scarborough 
Searburcugh Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

SAYERS AMUERL, Hove Ur 
May 9 

Sourt, Joun I 
Urd May 


Horti 


Shrews 


D:aper 


Deiby Stockport Pet 


Norfolk, Bake 
Tool Merchant 


thton Pet Ap il 12 


INDSAY,Jermynst High Court Pet Jan 16 


Amended Notice substituted for that publiched in the 
Lotdon Gazette of Dec 3, 1900 

PRropin, ARTHUR 

gdaos, ( 

‘rd N 


HEN KY 
High ¢ 


JAMES 
mmi: sion Avent 
19u9 


elwood ter, Onslow 
ourt PetOctls 19 





Do you know 
Dr. LAHMANN’S 


COTTONWOOL 
UNDERWEAR? 


If not, be advised and send for 
particulars and Free Cuttings, 


THE LAHMANN AGENGCY, 
245, HICH HULBOAN, W.C, 

















| MPERIAL QGERVICES i> HIBITION, 


EARL’S COURT. 





MAY, OCTOBER. 


With the approval of the Admiralty 

NAVAL and AERIAL BATTLE 

CAMP. MODEL CRUISER. NAVIES of the WORLD, 
BLOCK HOUSE. ARMOURED TRAIN. AERO 

PLANE, ete., ete., ete. 

Moet of the eminent exhibiting, and early 

Application is necessary for the few remamming sites. 

Major-Gen Lord CHEYLESMORE 

V.O. For space apply DIRECTOR of EXHIBITS 
IMPERIAL SERVICES EXHIBITION, EARL'S 

COURT, 


and the War Office 
ENTRENCHED 


Chairman 


K.t 





ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 


FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated). 


49, LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C., 
and 262, UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 


Patroness: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN. 
President: THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD, G.C.V.O. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 


Number of patients. weekly, 800. 
This Hospital has no Endowment. 
Help is earnestly appealed for to 

carry on the work. 


A Donation of £10 10s. constitutes Life Governorship. 
Secretary-Superintendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 


INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, WANSTEAD. 


Patron - HIS MAJESTY THE KING. 

The NEXT HALF-YEARLY ELECTICN wil! be 
held on Thursday, May 291th, at the Cannon Street 
Hotel, when Twenty tnfants will be elected, viz., 
10 Boys and 10 Girls 

The Chair will be taken at 11 o’clock precisely. 

Annual Subscriptions of Nalf-a-Guinea, or Life Subscrip- 
tions of Five Guineas, wili entitle the Donors to give one 
vo e to any child on the List 

Commer. HARRY C. MARTIN, R.N., 
Offices ; 63, Ludgate Hill, E.C, 





Secy. & Supt. 





Tue PRINCIPAL INSURANCE 
COMPANIES WILL NOW ARRANGE TO PAyY 
rHEIR CLIENTS THE FuLL AMOUNT OF 
Totan Loss INcuRRED BY FIRE, AS SIIOWN 
BY OUR VALUATIONS. 


FIRE RISK. 


INVENTORIES or ART 
FURNITURE, AND OTHER VALUABLES, 
SECURING PROTECTION TO OWNERS, ARE 
PREPARED IN ALL PARTS OF THE KINGDOM. 

TNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY, 

| 20, HANOVER Squares, W. 


COLLECTIONS, 





Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908 


7 po ee inert 


Every requisite under the Above Act supplied on the 
shortest notice, 


The LOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use 


SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and 
printed, OFICIAL SEALS designed and executed 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 
2, SERJEANTS’ INN, FLEET SIREET, 
LONDON, E.C. 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


BRAND'S 
ESSENCE 
BEEF, 


ALSO OF 
CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL 


FOR 


INVALIDS. 


Price Lists of la:alid Preparations free on 


application to 
BHRAND & CO. 1.7 D. 


Mayfair Works, Vauxhail, 5. W. 


] AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 
4 payment 26 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 








Abstracts Copied 
Briefs and Drafts 
Deeds Round Hand 9 
Deeds Abstracted ae 
Full Copies we © 32 per folio, 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 14. per sheet Draft, $d, ditto 
Parchment, ls. 6d, to 3a. 6d. per skin, 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


0 8 per sheet, 
2 3 per 20 folios, 
2 per folio. 
0 per shee, 





HARRODS, Ltd., 


AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, HOUSE 
AND ESTATE AGENTS. —— 

SALES by AUCTION of Landed Estates, Town and 
Country Residences, House and Shop Property, Furniture, 
Reversionary Interests, etc., are held periodically at the 
MART, E.C., and in the Provinces, 

BSTATES MANAGED AND RENTS COLLECTED 
SPECIALISTS IN ANTIQUB AND DECORATIVE 
FURNITURE, CHINA, AND OBJETS D’ART, 
Offices : BROMPTON ROAD, LONDON, S.W,, 
and BYFLEET, SURREY. 
Telegrams ; “ Everything, London” Estate, Telephone 
Western One (60 lines). 

Messrs. HARRODS’ enormous clientéle among the 
moneyed classes of all countries often enables them to 
deal successfully with every class of property when other 
resources have fail 


EATHERALL & GREEN, 
Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, and Land Agents, 
22, CHANCERY LANE, W.O, 
(Telephone, 555 Holborn), 
Will hold SALES by AUCTION, at the Mart, 
1913, 





October 21 

June 2, 24 November 18 

Jaly 15, 29 December 16 
of LANDED and HOUSE PROPERTIES, Ground Rents, 
Reversions, &c, Mesers. Weatherall & Green undertake 
Sales and Lettings by Private Treaty, and advise on 
COMPENSATION, RATING and LICENSING CASES. 
VALUATIONS for all purposes, Provisional Valuations 
checked, 


Vf ESSES. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
pA AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS, 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
12, OLD JEWRY CHAMBERS, E.C., 
and 312, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W. 
(Established 1773.) 
Telephone Nos.—5964 Bank,” “130 Streatham. 
Telegrams—“ Oldest, London.” 


May 19 








AUCTION SALES. 


ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include 
Printed terms can be had 


N 


every description of Property. 
on application at their Oilices. Messrs. ;¥ield & Sons 
undertake Surveys of all kinds, and give special attention 
to Rating and Compensation Claims, Offices, 54, Borough 
High-street, 3.K., and 6. Waterloo-place, Pall Mall, 8.W. 





Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
¥. 5. D. HOGG, M.R.C.S,, &., 
Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LHIONSTER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES, 


Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A. 
M.D, (Camb). Principal: HENRY M. RILEY, Assoc. 80c 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Exceilent 
Legal and Medicai References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS: “MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 








BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT. 
Buntingford, Herts. 
Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99, 

For Gentlemen suffering from Alcohol and Drug Inebriety; 
also for Gentiemen convalescing after illuess, Ina most 
healthy part of the country ; 15 acres of grounds; about 
$50 feet above sea-level, Quarter mile from Station, G.K.B. 
Two Resident Physicians. No Infectious or Consumptive 
Cases taken. Inebriety Patients are admitted voluntarily 
only, either privately or under the lnebriates Acts. Terms 


from 2} gus. Telephone; P.V. 3, Buutingford, Tele- 
graphic Aduress: “ RESIDENT, BUNTING#FORD,” 

£ 1 TO £5,000 ADVANCED by Private 

Lender on Simple Prowissory Note. No vilis 
ot sale taken, and absolute privacy guaranteed. First 
letter of applicavion receives prompt attention, aad 
intending borrowers are waited upon by a representative, 
who is empowered to complete transactiou on terms 


mutually arranged, no charge being made unless basi- 
ness actually completed, Special quotations for short 


loans, 
Write in confidence to— 
©. WELLS, 
CORRIDOR CHAMBERS, LEICESrER, 











